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~ DEATH 
IN THE 
FOREST 


By J. K. Zawodny 


This is a chilling, brilliantly re- 
ported analysis of the infamous 
Second World War annihila- 
tion of fifteen thousand Polish 
prisoners of war, historically 
the largest assassination of pris- 
oner-soldiers since Ghenghis 
Khan. Responsibility for this 
mass execution became a point 
of international controversy 
and intrigue. Both the Govern- 
ments of the Soviet Union and 
Germany accused each other of 
the crime. Thirty years later, 
the facts of that slaughter and 
the far-reaching political and 
moral implications of the 
Katyn woods’ murders are still 
largely suppressed and avoided. 
Death in the Forest is the 
first objective answer to: Who 
killed these men? Why were 
they killed? How were they 
killed? Why did the American 
and British Governments take 
official action to suppress the 
case? Why did some of the 
greatest Allied leaders of the 
Second World War lie by omis- 
sion? Why was the Katyn 
woods case dropped at the 
Nuremberg Trials? 


(Continued on Back Flap) 


(Continued from Front Flap) 


Death in the Forest should 
be read by any individual who 
does not choose to, or cannot, 
accept the atrocities of war and 
the inhumanity of man to man. 


Professor J. K. Zawodny 
teaches International Relations 
at the University of Pennsyl- 


vania, Philadelphia. He has ~ 


been a Member at The Institute 
for Advanced Study, Prince- 
ton; Senior Associate Member 
of St. Antony’s College, Ox- 
ford; Fellow of the Center for 
Advanced Study in Behavioral 
Sciences, Stanford; Research 
Associate at Harvard Univer- 
sity Center for International 
Affairs. 


Professor Zawodny’s re- 
search on this book has in- 
cluded interviews with one hun- 
dred and fifty Polish former 
prisoners of war of the Soviet 
Government and with the form- 
er Prime Minister of Poland, 
and analyses of testimonies of 
German and Russian witnesses. 
He has surveyed all available 
primary sources bearing on the 
subject in Russian, Polish, Ger- 
man and English, encompas- 
sing, for the first time, official 
positions (through 1971) of ail 
governments involved, includ- 
ing both the Polish People’s 
Republic and the Polish Gov- 
ernment-in-Exile. 
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Introduction 


MORE THAN 15,000 Polish soldiers, among them 800 Doctors 
of Medicine, were murdered in one operation. Originally they 
had been taken into captivity by the Soviet Army in 1939. 
There was a possibility, however, that the prisoners, while 
still alive, had been taken from Soviet custody by German 
forces in 1941. 

Some of the bodies were found in German-held territory. 
The ropes with which their hands were tied were Soviet- 
made, but the bullets with which the men were killed were 
of German origin. 

The Soviet and German governments accused each other 
of the massacre. To obtain or remove the evidence, the intelli- 
gence services of several nations carried on a merciless secret 
contest in the Katyn Forest, Poland, Germany, Italy, Eng- 
land, and the United States. Men disappeared; so did files, in- 
cluding one from the United States Military Intelligence 
Office. In the process a key witness was found hanged, diplo- 
matic and military careers were destroyed in the United 
States, personnel of the International Military Tribunal at 
Nuremberg lied by omission, and so did some of the greatest 
Allied leaders of the Second World War. 
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x INTRODUCTION 


This book attempts to reconstruct, in detail, the fate of the 
prisoners and to provide the answers to these questions: 

(1) Who killed these men? 

(2) How were they killed? 

(3) Why were they killed? 

The research on this subject has been done by the author 
at the Library of Congress, The Hoover Library at Stanford 
University, and the Library of Princeton University. Available 
data in Russian, Polish, German, and English have been sur- 
veyed and, when they contributed to the clarification of the 
case, included. 

J. K. Zawopny 
Center for Advanced Study 
in the Bebavioral Sciences 

Stanford, California 

1962 
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DEATH IN THE FOREST 


The Prisoners Who Vanished 


Tue GERMAN PUBLIC believed that the Second World War 
began with a number of Polish attacks on the German fron- 
tier. A typical episode was the attack on a radio station deep 
in German territory on August 31, 1939. “Poles” had com- 
menced military activity by shooting their way in and out 
of a radio station, and, having seized it, broadcast an abusive 
speech in Polish and German. One dead Pole was found at the 
door of the station; his glassy eyes, blood-smeared face and 
the wreckage of the station were mute testimony to the raid- 
ing action which lasted three or four minutes. The German 
press marvelled at the remarkable knowledge of the terrain 
and of the building displayed by the “Poles” and announced 
that after a furious gun battle with the police, one of the 
raiders was killed and al] others arrested. 

Details of the raid on the German station became known 
after the war. The leader of the raiding party testified to the 
actual circumstances at the Nuremberg trial of war criminals. 
His name was A. H. Naujock. He was not a Pole, but a 
German, a long-standing member of the SS. 

In the late summer of 1939 A. H. Naujock had been ordered 
personally by Heydrich, Chief of Sipo and S. D. (organs of 
the German security system), to attack the radio station at 
Gleiwitz and to allow a Polish-speaking German to make an 
inflammatory speech in Polish and German. Naujock and his 
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band were to be dressed in Polish uniforms for the action; 
and, some “Polish” bodies were to be left at the station as 
indisputable evidence of Polish aggression. 

At noon on August 31, 1939, the coded order from Heydrich 
to attack the station reached Naujock at Gleiwitz. At the 
same time a German criminal, according to Mr. Naujock, was 
delivered to him by the Gestapo of Gleiwitz. The man was 
“alive but completely unconscious” and dying from some 
kind of injections, introduced into his veins by Gestapo doc- 
tors; “blood was smeared across his face.” Six raiders attacked 
the station at 8 p.m. Shots were fired. As planned, a short 
speech announcing the seizure of the station and of the city 
by the Poles was made. Naujock and his assistants then es- 
caped, leaving behind the already dying and bloody “Pole,” 
where they “had him laid down at the entrance to the station.” * 

The particular significance of this episode lies in the fact 
that at dawn the next day, the steel of German bombs was 
ripping apart homes and bodies in all the major cities of 
Poland. In fact, both the German and Soviet armies attacked 
Poland. After thirty-five days of struggle, organized Polish 
resistance collapsed and the Polish Government fled to Ro- 
mania. 

It is now known that the German and Soviet Governments 
co-ordinated their action on the basis of prearranged plans 
for the territorial dismemberment of Poland.? Accordingly, 
the country was divided into two spheres of interest by the 
“Ribbentrop-Molotov line,” with a gain for Germany of 
72,866 square miles and for the Soviet Union of 77,620 square 
miles of Polish land. Subsequently, the Supreme Council of 
the U.S.S.R. incorporated these lands into the Soviet Union. 

Reichminister Hans Frank (ultimately hanged by verdict 
of the International Military Tribunal), the ruler of German- 
occupied Poland, considered himself the German King of 
Poland, “der Deutsche Kénig von Polen.” * He acted accord- 
ingly and was not a merciful sovereign. 
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In Soviet-occupied Poland an immediate mass deportation 
of Poles commenced. Whole families were put forcibly into 
trains and dispatched toward northern Soviet territories. A 
sober and cautious estimate of the total number of the de- 
portees can be established as approximating 1,200,000.* This 
number does not include 230,670 Polish soldiers, from pri- 
vates to generals, captured in the eastern part of Poland by 
the Soviet Army. Subsequently this latter group was aug- 
mented by reserve officers living in the occupied territory 
who were arrested in their homes, and by officers and men 
who had sought refuge in Lithuania and Estonia and who, 
after seizure of these countries by the Soviet Union, were 
handed over to Soviet authorities. The total number of Polish 
prisoners-of-war in Soviet hands was within a few hundreds 
of 250,000. Among these men were 10,000 officers.® 

Some 15,000 of the prisoners, including approximately 
8,300 to 8,400 officers, completely disappeared from the earth. 
Their fate became a matter of international controversy and 
an open wound for Poles. It is the purpose of this book to 
trace the fate of these men. 

In June 1941 when German armies attacked the Soviet 
Union, the Russian Government allied itself with the nations 
already fighting the Nazis. Becoming one of the Allies, the 
Soviet Government had to behave like one. Among other 
diplomatic moves, the Soviet Union, with the skillful and 
subtle assistance of the British Foreign Office, re-established 
diplomatic relations with the Polish Government-in-Exile. 
This government had reconstructed itself after its flight to 
Romania, then moved to France where it led Polish soldiers 
in fighting against German armies on French soil, and, finally, 
after withdrawal of British forces from the Continent, it had 
evacuated to England. 

The first formal diplomatic agreement signed (London, 
July 30, 1941) by General Wiadystaw Sikorski, on behalf of 
the Polish Government, and the Soviet Ambassador to Great 
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Britain, Maisky, stated solemnly that “the Soviet-German 
Treaties of 1939 relative to territorial changes in Poland have 
lost their validity. . . .” More pertinent here, this agreement 
included a special “Protocol” concerning Polish prisoners in 
the Soviet Union which granted “amnesty to all Polish citizens 
who are at present deprived of their freedom on the territory of 
the U.S.S.R., either as prisoners-of-war or on other adequate 
grounds.” * Immediately, plans were made by the respective 
governments to. organize from these former prisoners a Polish 
Army in Russia.” 

Through the newly re-established Polish Embassy in the 
Soviet Union attempts were made to inform and gather Polish 
prisoners. A point of concentration was established in Buzul’uk 
and to this place a steady stream of emaciated Poles flowed. 
They had been released from 138 major prison and labor 
camps, and, happy with their freedom, they were eager to 
remove themselves from Soviet supervision. To command 
this re-created army, Soviet authorities freed from imprison- 
ment a Polish officer, General Wiadystaw Anders.® 

One of the first problems, among many the general had to 
face, was the organization of this multitude, the influx of 
which ran into thousands daily. Anders needed officers badly, 
but officers rarely appeared. Of fourteen Polish generals cap- 
tured by the Soviet Army only two appeared, in a state of 
exhaustion; the remaining twelve were missing. From 300 
high-ranking staff officers only six came to Buzul’uk, and there 
was no news of the other 294. After the influx of men finally 
stopped and counts had been completed, there were about 
15,000 missing persons, among them 8,300 to 8,400 officers.® 

The Poles became concerned, particularly when a relatively 
small party of prisoners from Camp Grazovec reported that 
they had been removed by Soviet authorities from three large 
camps located at Kozelsk, Ostashkov, and Starobelsk. Scrutiny 
and cross-checks of the reports by the men from Grazovec 
established that the missing 15,000 were the inmates of those 
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three camps until the spring of 1940. None of these prisoners, 
however, reported to the Polish units which were forming. 
They could not be found anywhere; and Soviet authorities 
denied any knowledge of them. 

General Anders, pressed by the necessity of staffing his new 
army and by inquiries from the families and friends of the 
missing men, instituted a search of his own, establishing “a 
search office” with the sole purpose of locating the absent 
prisoners. Captains Jan Kaczkowski and Jézef Czapski were 
most active in gathering information, collating it, and follow- 
ing the slightest hint or bit of gossip which might lead to the 
prisoners. The search office received thousands of letters 
from the families of missing Poles, inquiring as to their where- 
abouts. One thing was clear from these letters—the men from 
the three camps stopped writing home in the middle of April 
1940,7° 

Captain Czapski, a former prisoner in Camp Starobelsk, 
knew personally many of the missing officers, particularly 
from this camp. He also knew from personal experience that 
this camp had been totally evacuated in the spring of 1940. 
He was sent to Grazovec with a small party of men and 
afterward joined General Anders. Where the other several 
thousand men from Starobelsk were taken, he did not know. 
Nobody knew, including the Soviet authorities, who refused 
even to guess. Polish inquiries were met either with silence or 
evaSive answers. 

Captain Czapski, whose knowledge of Russian was very 
good, with General Anders’ assistance and support combed 
the Soviet Union for every possible clue. At one time he 
contacted Glavnoe Upravlenie Lagerei (Central Administra- 
tion Office of Labor Camps) commanded by General Nased- 
kin. The general had never heard of the missing Poles. This 
particular mission was protested by N.K.V.D., Narodnyi 
Komissariat Vnutrennikh Del (Peoples’ Commissariat for In- 
ternal Affairs). The Commissariat insisted to General Anders 
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that Czapski was not to be permitted to move so freely in the 
Soviet Union." 

Czapski then prepared a factual memorandum compiling 
information concerning the last known whereabouts of the 
unaccounted-for prisoners and pressed for an interview with 
the N.K.V.D. policy makers. His efforts were successful and 
on February 2, 1942, Czapski was granted an appointment 
with N.K.V.D. General Raikhman at Lubianka prison in 
Moscow. To him the Polish officer submitted the memoran- 
dum and requested information about the missing men.” 

Raikhman read the memorandum and “phlegmatically an- 
swered that he did not know anything about the fate of the 
missing people.” However, in spite of the fact that it “was 
not his department,” he did promise to give definite informa- 
tion. Czapski waited in Moscow for a week, to be awakened 
by a telephone ringing at midnight. It was Raikhman, who in- 
formed him that he was “leaving Moscow the next morning 
and [would] not be able to see him at all.” He advised 
Czapski to contact Mr. Vyshinsky (Vice Chairman of the 
Council of People’s Commissars). Mr. Vyshinsky had already 
been approached by Professor Kot, the Polish Ambassador 
to the Soviet Union, on many occasions.’* Czapski felt that 
he had run into a blind alley.’* He could not obtain any in- 
formation from Soviet authorities, although it appeared from 
the facts already gathered that only they could shed light on 
the fate of the vanished Poles. 

By that time the information showed that the absent of- 
ficers and men had been in Kozelsk, Ostashkov, and Starobelsk 
camps until April 1940. Men had left the camps in small groups 
under strong guards of N.K.V.D., were marched to the near- 
est railway stations, and loaded into trains. Some traces of 
transports from Kozelsk were found around Smolensk by 
painstakingly putting together data gathered from the surviv- 
ing Poles from the three camps. Traces, however, ended sev- 
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eral miles west of Smolensk. Polish officers made inquiries in 
this area, but nothing could be found." 

The officers who had disappeared constituted a loss of about 
45 per cent of the total of the Polish Land Army Officers’ 
Corps at that time. The Poles intensified their search on the 
diplomatic level. 

The Polish Ambassador to the Soviet Union, Tadeusz 
Romer (who superseded Professor Kot), testified that more 
than fifty formal inquiries were addressed to the Soviet Gov- 
ernment on the subject of the missing men, but no informa- 
tion was received. On October 15, 1941, General Sikorski, 
representing the Polish Government, addressed a special note 
to the Soviet Ambassador in London, Bagomolov, stating that 
“the fate of several thousand Polish officers .. . who have not 
been found in Soviet military camps, continues to remain un- 
certain. Their presence in the Polish Army camps is indispens- 
able.” A month later, Bogomolov replied that “all Polish of- 
ficers on the territory of the U.S.S.R. have... been set 
free” 1* This the Poles scarcely believed, and decided that a 
direct appeal should be made to Stalin. On November 14, 
1941, the Polish Ambassador, Professor Kot, had an au- 
dience with Stalin. The Ambassador came to the point: “ ... 
my request to you, Mr. President, is that you will give instruc- 
tions for the officers, whom we need for the organization of 
the army, to be released. We possess records of when they 
were removed from the camps.” 

The discussion of the subject closed when Stalin, telephon- 
ing to the N.K.V.D., asked if all Poles had been released from 
prison, listened to the reply, then added: “I have with me here 
the Polish Ambassador, who tells me not all.” [He again 
listened to the reply, then put down the receiver and returned 
to the conference table. ] 17 

General Sikorski decided to talk to Stalin personally and 
flew from London to Moscow. The two leaders met at the 
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Kremlin on December 3, 1941. To the persistent question, 
“Where are the men?” Stalin replied, “They escaped.” Gen- 
eral Anders, who was also present, asked, “Where could they 
escape to?” “To Manchuria,” Stalin replied. Though Sikor- 
ski had flown thousands of miles over enemy-controlled ter- 
ritory to reach Moscow this was all the information he ob- 
tained.1® The escape of 15,000 men in 1941 across Russia 
“to Manchuria” was hardly a serious possibility. 

The case attracted the attention of foreign offices of Allied 
governments. On May 27, 1942, Admiral William H. Stand- 
ley, United States Ambassador to the Soviet Union, informed 
Mr. Andrei Vyshinsky that “the Soviet Government has de- 
layed giving effect to certain clauses of the Polish-Soviet 
Agreement, particularly in regard to. . . the release of Polish 
prisoners-of-war.” Vyshinsky promised to convey the Am- 
bassador’s views to his government. When months elapsed 
and no news was forthcoming, Standley again referred to the 
missing Poles while talking with Molotov (the People’s Com- 
missar for Foreign Affairs). The latter replied angrily that 
“there are too many people interesting themselves in Polish 
politics.” 1° The British Ambassador’s inquiries likewise yielded 
nothing. 

The search produced contradictory and confused state- 
ments from Soviet officials. Mr. Vyshinsky on one occasion 
assured the Poles that “we have records of everyone, alive or 
dead. I have promised the details and I will produce them,” 
and several months later stated with equal strength of con- 
viction “unfortunately we have no such lists.” ?° Lists were 
available for the more than one million Poles herded into the 
Soviet Union, but not for the 15,000 who had vanished. 

Informal pleas and inquiries did not yield much for the 
Poles. Ilya Ehrenburg, the eminent Soviet writer, doubted 
whether the search could show results.?1 He pointed to Czap- 
ski’s low military rank and implied that this kind of informa- 
tion could be secured only at the highest level. N.K.V.D. 
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General G. S. Zhukov used his position, within the limits of 
propriety, to intercede informally on behalf of Poles. Some 
liberations of Poles still detained took place through his inter- 
vention. But when approached by Polish Major-General Bo- 
husz-Szyszko, Chief of the Polish Military Mission in Moscow, 
on behalf of two officers listed among the 15,000 missing, 
Zhukov told him bluntly, “Please do not ask me about these 
men, because in this particular case, I cannot help you.” 

The search continued from July 1941 until April 1943. For 
a year and eight months no efforts were spared, no contacts 
overlooked to obtain from Soviet authorities information 
about the missing men—all in vain. Not a single clue was dis- 
covered. 

In the last week of February 1943 the teletypes of German 
Communication Regiment 537 stationed several miles west of 
Smolensk, deep in Soviet territory, reported that German 
field police had found the bodies of Polish officers within the 
area of their bivouac. They did not know precisely how 
many, but they were sure there were thousands. The dead 
were dressed in high leather boots, with leather belts across 
their chests, many of them with medals for merit and valor. 
Each man had been shot through the head. They were found 
in several mass graves in Soviet soil, but the bullets which had 
killed them were of German manufacture. 
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The Graves in the Forest 


IN THE PERSONAL diary of the German Minister of Propa- 
ganda, Goebbels, the following entry may be found under 
the date of April 9, 1943: “Polish mass graves have been found 
near Smolensk. The Bolsheviks simply shot down and then 
shoveled into mass graves some 10,000 Polish prisoners... .” ? 
Presumably it was a German war correspondent who had 
brought the gruesome discovery to Goebbels’ attention. On 
April 13, 1943, at 9:15 a.m., New York time, the German 
radio broadcast a propaganda broadside aimed at cracking the 
unity of the Allies. It announced to the world that Polish 
officers had been murdered by the Soviets. On the basis of 
the German statements, it appeared that one Allied government 
had murdered nearly half of the officers’ corps of another. 

The Soviet response, after two days, was disseminated by all 
possible means of public communication. The Soviet Infor- 
mation Bureau issued a statement April 15, 1943, announcing 
that “.. Polish prisoners-of-war who in 1941 were engaged 
in construction work west of Smolensk and who... fell into 
the hands of the German-Fascist hangmen...” had subse- 
quently been executed.? A Soviet reconnaissance plane ap- 
peared above the territory where the Germans had discovered 
the graves and hovered over the area.® 

The Katyn Forest lies about ten miles west of Smolensk. 
The area originally belonged to two familities: KoZlinski and 
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Lednicki. The latter had owned the land from 1896 to 1917. 
After the Revolution of 1917 the area was under the juris- 
diction of Soviet political police. According to German and 
Polish sources, about 1929, signs were posted around the 
forest, “Special zone of G.P.U. Unauthorized persons for- 
bidden to trespass.” * In 1931 one area of the forest was en- 
circled with barbed wire, and according to Soviet citizens 
living in the vicinity “additional warning posters were hung.” 
A large house was built (approximately half a mile from the 
site of the graves) which was used as a rest home for officials 
of the political police. From 1940 until the Soviet withdrawal 
the whole area was patrolled by N.K.V.D. men with dog 
escorts. 

In 1941 the area was seized by German troops and at the 
time of the discovery of the graves, February 1943, a Ger- 
man unit was billeted in the former N.K.V.D. villa. Immedi- 
ately after the discovery of the graves the German Military 
Field Police, with propaganda officials discreetly lurking in 
the background, took command. 

No one who had lived under the German occupation was 
apt to believe the German description of the discovery, nor 
would the Allies. At the time of discovery about half a mil- 
lion Poles were fighting against Germany.® Their contribu- 
tion to the war effort was well known among the free peoples. 
The Poles were appealing throughout the Allied camp for 
facts. 

Public opinion pointed an accusing finger at the Germans. 
The fact the men had been killed with German-made bullets 
induced the German Government to invite an independent 
International Commission, the Polish Red Cross Commission, 
and the German Special Medical-Judiciary Commission to 
make a study on the spot. Moreover, if the guilt could be 
shifted to the Soviet Government, a rift between the Polish 
Government-in-Exile and the Soviet Government would fol- 
low and the Allies might be hopelessly split. Toward that 
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purpose Himmler (Chief of the German Police and SS) and 
Goebbels bent all efforts.® 

The International Commission was drawn from twelve 
countries other than Germany. The participants consisted of 
distinguished scholars and specialists in forensic medicine. 
There is no evidence to indicate that these men were pro- 
Nazi or that they were under pressure to participate in the 
Commission. (Postwar testimony of the Commission’s mem- 
bers concerning the findings is discussed in Chapter IX.) 
Members included: Belgium, Dr. Speleers, University of 
Ghent; Bulgaria, Dr. Markov, University of Sofia; Denmark, 
Dr. Tramsen, Institute of Medicine, Copenhagen; Finland, Dr. 
Saxen, Helsinki University; Italy, Dr. Palmieri, University of 
Naples; Croatia, Dr. Miloslavich, University of Agram; Neth- 
erlands, Dr. de Burlet, University of Groningen, Czecho- 
slovakia, Dr. Hajek, Charles University; Czechoslovakia, Dr. 
Subik, University of Bratislava; Romania, Dr. Birkle, Institute 
of Criminology and Medicine at Bucharest; Switzerland, Dr. 
Naville, University of Geneva; Hungary, Dr. Orsos, Uni- 
versity of Budapest; and France, Dr. Costedoat, Medical In- 
spector of the Vichy Government. Dr. Orsos was elected 
chairman of the International Commission by his colleagues.’ 

The International Commission arrived at the Katyn Forest 
on April 28, 1943.8 The Germans on the spot provided all 
necessary staff and facilities. The members of the Commis- 
sion had complete freedom of movement and were permitted 
to choose any corpse they wished for autopsy.’° The members 
of the Commission interviewed Soviet citizens living in the 
vicinity of Katyn Forest, performed autopsies on nine bodies 
previously untouched and also examined 982 bodies already 
exhumed for them, and finally signed a medical report sum- 
marizing their findings." 

At approximately the same time a nine-person medical team 
(subsequently increased to twelve) of the Polish Red Cross 
from occupied Poland was allowed by Germans to carry on 


18 DEATH IN THE FOREST 


its own investigation at the spot.” The findings of this team 
are of particular importance for two reasons. First, its mem- 
bers were, in fact, extremely suspicious (having lived under 
the German occupation for the preceding three years) of 
German concern for Poles, living or dead. Second, there were 
in this team, unknown to the Germans and the rest of the 
group, members of the Polish Underground Movement, whose 
assignment was to gather data concerning the identity of the 
murderers and to dispatch it through the Underground radio 
system to the Polish Government-in-Exile in London.’* In 
addition to the medical team, other officials of the Polish Red 
Cross were brought to the spot, and all were given Red Cross 
arm bands and freedom to move about, touch, inquire and 
take photographs. Nevertheless, the Poles persistently refused 
to be involved in any activity which might play into the hands 
of the German propaganda organization, such as, for example, 
speaking on the radio or making anti-Soviet statements.’4 The 
German authorities tried to persuade the Polish delegates to 
tour the camps of the Polish prisoners-of-war in Germany 
and to lecture about Katyn. This the Poles also refused to do. 
Possibly as a consequence of the failure of this strategy, the 
Germans transported to Katyn Forest by plane delegations 
of Polish and other Allied prisoners-of-war. These visits of 
the Polish prisoners failed to change their anti-German at- 
titude, to the chagrin of German authorities.> With the Un- 
derground’s approval, at least two Polish journalists and some 
civic leaders took advantage of German permission and trans- 
portation facilities to take a firsthand look at the place of the 
murder and the victims.’* The Poles wanted to be sure that 
this was not one of Herr Goebbels’ hoaxes. However, the 
graves were actually there. 

Besides the International Commission and that of the Polish 
Red Cross, a German Special Medical-Judiciary Commission 
was also active. Members of the three commissions acted 
independently during the investigations, and arrived independ- 
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ently at conclusions stated in their three separate final re- 
ports.’” Since the reports coincide in the most important de- 
tails, the following description of the findings in Katyn Forest 
is based on all these reports, with pertinent supplements 
gathered from other sources. 

In Katyn Forest eight mass graves were found, in depth 
from six to eleven feet, filled with bodies. Generally, there 
had been a particular system in their burial. They were lying 
face down, hands beside or tied behind their bodies, legs 
straight, one upon another in ten to twelve layers of corpses. 
Without exception all of the men had been shot in the back 
of the head. In most cases, the men had been shot once. There 
were some who had been shot twice; and in one case a man’s 
skull was crushed by three shots. As a rule, the entry of the 
bullet was above the neck, its course upward, the bullet leav- 
ing the skull on the face side between nose and hair line. Two 
individual graves were located; and in them two fully uni- 
formed Polish generals were found, each shot as the men had 
been. Microscopic analysis of the uniforms, with the assistance 
of infra-red rays, established that the men had been executed 
by firing a revolver against the raised collar of each victim’s 
winter coat or directly against his head. 

Many of the corpses, particularly the cadets and younger 
men, had their hands tied. An eyewitness to the exhumations 
reported: 


A typical feature of the bodies exhumed from this grave [No. 5] 
was the fact of the hands of all of them being tied behind their 
backs with a white cord tied in a double knot. Their greatcoats 
were tied round their heads. These greatcoats were tied with the 
same kind of cord at the neck level and sometimes a second knot 
had been made over the head of the victim. At the neck there was 
a simple knot and the rest of the cord was passed down the back, 
wound round the tied hands and then tied again at the neck. In this 
way the hands of the victims were pulled up to the height of the 
shoulder blades. Victims tied up in this way were unable to give 
any resistance because every move of the hands tightened the 
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noose round the neck thereby throttling them. They were besides, 
unable to make any sound on account of the greatcoats over their 
heads . . . such a way of tying up the victims before execution 
was inflicting especially refined torture before death.18 


The technique of tying the knots was identical in all in- 
stances. The ropes were evidently methodically prepared in 
advance, since all of them were of the same length. Micro- 
scopic analysis of the rope—made by a German scientist on the 
spot—showed it to be Soviet-made. The same kind of knots 
was found on the bodies of several men and women dressed 
in the remnants of garments of Soviet origin, who also were 
found in a separate common grave in Katyn Forest. Close 
examination of these cadavers established that the persons had 
been killed in the same manner between five and ten years 
earlier—many years before the Germans had come to this area. 

The mouths of some of the Poles were filled with sawdust 
and also with pieces of felt with strings attached at each side 
and passed around the cheeks.’® 

Gagged, bound, blinded by their coats thrown over their 
heads, the officers apparently had struggled, until subdued by 
thrusts of bayonets. On body number 378, identified as Lieu- 
tenant Stefan Mejster, holes from a bayonet were quite visible 
on the coat, jacket, two shirts, and on the arms, thighs, and 
the buttocks. They evidently had to be overpowered and held 
while the executioner shot them, otherwise the death wounds 
would not be so uniform on all victims. The bayonet thrusts 
could be easily detected and the members of the medical 
teams investigated these under microscopes. The wounds and 
holes in the material were made by four cornered bayonets. 
It was observed that this type of bayonet was used by the 
Soviet Army at that time.” 

Intermingled with the members of the medical commis- 
sions, Allied prisoners brought to Katyn, and visitors from 
Poland, were foreign correspondents from Sweden, Switzer- 
land, Spain, Norway, Holland, Belgium and Hungary, not to 
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mention Germany. All of them moved about freely. Mr. Jae- 
derlunt, a Swedish citizen representing the Stockholm Tidn- 
ingen in Germany, even borrowed a saddle horse and rode in 
the forest without “being hampered or hindered by any- 
one.” 24 There were many observers eager to find evidence 
that the German discoverers had committed the massacre. The 
Poles, particularly, expected the graves to yield some data 
which would abolish the German accusation. At this time, the 
Soviet Government was unable to defend itself with facts, 
since it did not have access to the graves. 

Meanwhile the graves were giving up their evidence. The 
bodies were separated with iron hooks, shovels, “even picks.” 
They had been compressed by their own weight and adhered 
to each other with the acids of decomposition. Each body was 
lifted out of the grave, given a separate number, and, accord- 
ing to an American officer brought to the graves as a prisoner 
of war, “... was searched very carefully, examined, and iden- 
tified .... The articles removed from each body were placed 
in a large manila envelope for safekeeping. A search of the 
bodies was very thorough. ... A typist was present recording 
the findings on each body.” ”? 

The identity of the murdered men could be established be- 
cause in the pockets of their uniforms a wealth of personal 
data was found. The Polish Red Cross Report itemizes the 
types of documentary data recovered. “...Statements of 
typhoid injections received in a Soviet camp, personal identi- 
fication documents, diaries, letters . . . military aluminum iden- 
tification tags, personal cards, sketches, photographs ....” 28 
On the basis of these materials it was rather easy to ascertain 
the first and second name, rank, age, profession, home address, 
and even, as the Report pointed out, the religious faith of the 
victim. The Poles present at the exhumations ascertained be- 
yond any doubt that the documents were authentic and that 
they could not have been inserted prior to their visit to the 
8raves. Bodies were removed from the graves in the presence 
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of the Poles and members of other medical commissions, and 
the soggy documents were taken from the pockets. On many 
occasions a slit had to be made through the pockets with a 
thin knife, to free the papers.* Many Soviet daily newspapers 
were found on the bodies. 

It was expected that there would be personal jewelry such 
as watches, rings, golden trinkets, or fountain pens, on the 
bodies, but nothing of this sort was found unless hidden in 
seams or in boots. Were these soldiers even robbed before 
their death? Or did the men change their criteria of values 
while imprisoned and exchange gold for something which 
was of more immediate importance? 7° Some of the findings 
were touchingly universal in their appeal. Children’s letters, 
pictures of women with graceful, longing dedications, and 
assurances of love. There were also some mementos the im- 
portance of which was known only to the dead man, such as 
a pass to a popular Warsaw movie-house, the “Apollo,” found 
on body number 810. The men evidently had clung to any- 
thing which was identified with their own country and their 
past, and the past of many of them was full of personal 
achievements and distinction not only in military service. 
Among the identified there were several hundred lawyers, 
hundreds of high school and elementary school teachers, 
twenty-one university professors, over 300 doctors, journal- 
ists, and even a priest.”* As the Polish source points out, they 
were the flower of the Polish intelligentsia who had done their 
duty in uniform as reserve officers. There was even the body 
of a woman among the murdered men. She was a lieutenant 
of the Polish Air Force. After being captured by the Soviet 
Army, she had been detained together with other Polish of- 
ficers and was found shot in Katyn.” 

Here are three examples of the identified and catalogued 
bodies: 

1) Major Stefan Pienkowski, M.D., professor at Krakéw 


An aerial picture of the exhumations of victims in the Katyn Forest. The picture 
shows some of the exhumed and identified bodies. 


aa 
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The mass grave of the murdered in Katyn Forest. 


The members of the Polish Red Cross thoroughly investigating 
the state of the exhumed bodies of their countrymen. 


The corpse of a Polish major from 
one of the graves in Katyn. 


From each body the personal possessions 
were taken away for identification. 
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University. Possessions on the body: identification card, fish- 
ing license, three post cards, and a diary. 

2) General Bronistaw Bohatyrewicz. A personal letter, two 
pictures. (Found in a separate single grave.) 

3) Naval officer Edwin Finger, Manager of the technical 
department of the Vacuum Oil Company in Warsaw. Driver’s 
license, a picture, one gold cuff link.”* 

Although the bayonet thrusts were made by weapons man- 
ufactured in the Soviet Union, the bullets were of German 
manufacture. Goebbels was not comfortable about this. In 
his diary under the entry of May 8, 1943, he wrote: “Unfor- 
tunately, German munitions were found in the graves of 
Katyn. The question of how they gor there needs clarifica- 
tion.” 7° 

The ammunition used by the executioners was Geco caliber 
7.65 (in some cases 6.35). It was produced in Germany by 
the factory belonging to Gustav Genschow in Durlach. Ger- 
man Ordance speedily established that this type of ammuni- 
tion was produced by the Genschow Company and was 
exported from Germany to Poland, the Baltic states, and the 
Soviet Union prior to 1939.* Polish sources confirmed the 
exports to Poland. Nevertheless, these calibers were also used 
in Germany. 

The establishment of the date of the massacre was the 
crux of the whole investigation. The Soviet Government 
controlled the Katyn area until the late summer of 1941. At 
that time the German Army seized it. If it could be deter- 
mined when the men were shot, the identity of the execu- 
tioners would be known. Had the bodies been in the graves 
not longer than about twenty months, it could be assumed 
that the Germans committed the crime. Had the bodies been 
longer in the graves, it would appear that the government of 
the Soviet Union was responsible. 

The findings of the three commissions agree that the men 
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were killed and buried about three years before the exhuma- 
tions, in approximately the spring of 1940, or a little more 
than one year prior to the outbreak of the German-Soviet 
war, when the area belonged to the Soviet Union and the 
forest was under the jurisdiction of the N.K.V.D. 

This conclusion was based on the medical examination of 
the bodies, particularly the decalcification of the skulls and 
brains and the saponification of muscles, and the most recent 
date found in diaries, Soviet newspapers and the documents 
issued by Soviet authorities—May 6, 1940. Also, after the 
burial of the men, spruce had been planted on the graves to 
hide the crime. These were considerably younger in appear- 
ance than the trees around them. Microscopic examination of 
cross sections of the spruce trunks showed equal annual 
growth in the three outer rings, while between these lines and 
the heart of the trees was a dark border, which according to 
the testimony of an expert forester named Von Herff in 1943, 
showed that the young trees had been transplanted on the 
graves at least three years before. Again the spring of 1940 
is indicated. This man, testifying under oath nine years later, 
repeated his findings with conviction.*! 

According to the German Commission the number of 
bodies was 4,143; according to the Polish Red Cross Com- 
mission—4,243. To this number about 200 bodies from the 
partially excavated grave number 8 ought to be added in 
making a total of approximately 4,443 bodies.*? The majority 
were officers. Privates and twenty-two men in civilian cloth- 
ing were also found. 

A striking fact was discovered through collation of the 
data: the men in the graves were from the Soviet prisoner-of- 
war Camp Kozelsk. The names of the murdered men corre- 
sponded with the names on the lists so persistently submitted 
to the Soviet authorities by the Poles. So, at last, about one 
third of the missing men was found. 

The number of bodies discovered was not convenient for 
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the German propaganda purposes. Knowing that the Poles 
were searching for about 15,000 men, they originally had set 
the number of their findings as 10,000 (or in some announce- 
ments 12,000) men. A German propaganda official insisted 
that the Polish Red Cross Committee should give the final 
figure of exhumed bodies as 12,000, stating quite bluntly that 
the refusal “may cost one’s head.” Nevertheless, the Poles re- 
fused. The International Commission was not exposed to such 
pressures; *? moreover, its sole assignment was to establish the 
cause and date of the death. 

Up to the last days of the investigation the Germans em- 
ployed some fifty Soviet prisoners to dig and search for other 
graves in the area. But more graves were not found and 
more bodies could not be produced, embarrassing the Ger- 
man propaganda effort and disproving the original claims of 
“10,000-12,000” murdered. 

The approaching Soviet counter-offensive, “millions of 
flies,’ and a heavy choking stench were announced as the 
official reasons for suspending the investigation. It is also quite 
possible that these reasons were used merely as an excuse, al- 
lowing the German propagandists a way out. The exhuma- 
tions ended on June 3, and the last bodies were buried on 
June 7, 1943. The International Commission had spent three 
days at the Katyn Forest; the Polish Red Cross Commission, 
five weeks. 

The peace of the new graves was not to last long. Soviet 
motorized columns were moving toward the Katyn Forest. 
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The Inconvenient Allies— 
Alive and Dead 


WHEN THE piscovery of the graves in Katyn was announced, 
I was in Warsaw. It was generally believed by the Poles that 
this was a hoax to drive a wedge between the Soviet Union 
and the other Allies and that Goebbels was wielding the ham- 
mer. Then the first list of names and the pictures appeared in 
the daily (German-controlled) paper.1 The name-lists were 
read in radio broadcasts.? The Polish delegations returned 
from Katyn spreading their observations.* It was true! The 
Underground community had its own sources at the scene for 
verification—they confirmed. The crescendo of German prop- 
aganda might as well not have existed. The Underground knew 
for certain that the Polish prisoners-of-war had been killed on 
Soviet territory. But by whom? 

The names of sons, fathers, brothers and fiancés were iden- 
tified by families from lists that came out daily. Public opinion 
demanded justice. Appearances were persuasive, but those 
Poles who were levelheaded, while convinced that the men 
had been shot, still were not sure as to the identity of those 
who had killed them. 

The Polish Red Cross was deluged with letters from fam- 
ilies wanting to bring the bodies to Poland for burial, asking 
for documents, and inquiring about the men missing from the 
other two Soviet camps, Starobelsk and Ostashkov.* 

29 
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The German press in Poland kept Katyn before Polish 
public opinion every day from April 14 until August 4 of 
1943. According to this press “the Jews did it!!” Jews were 
guilty of everything—even the Allied strength. 

Of course, the Katyn affair and official German compas- 
sion for Poles did not stop daily executions and manhunts by 
the German police on the streets of Warsaw. The Germans’ 
pathological hate for Polish citizens of Jewish origin exploded 
in Warsaw in a manner no less crue] than Katyn. On April 
19, 1943, the mass murder in the Warsaw ghetto commenced. 
It lasted for four weeks. 

These were the circumstances in which the German propa- 
ganda was telling the Poles that the Soviet Union was the only 
menace and the Germans were their real protectors. 

The German administration was of such a character that 
their propaganda failed to convince.’ The Poles did not take 
the bait, did not officially collaborate with Germany in any 
area, and they refused to blame the Soviet Union for the 
Katyn Forest massacre, but they wanted to know who had 
done it, and were desperate in their intent to determine who 
had killed the prisoners. 

Poles looked to Churchill and Roosevelt to see that truth 
and justice should triumph. The Underground radio stations 
pulsated with messages to the Polish Government-in-Exile. 
The occupied country demanded justice; the government in 
London had to act. 

During the same period, German propaganda outside Pol- 
and was aimed at creating division among the Allies. Himm- 
ler wanted to accomplish this by contacting Poles in London 
and maneuvering them into direct accusation of the Soviet 
Union. Von Ribbentrop, the German Minister of Foreign 
Affairs, had a more sophisticated plan. Whatever the Polish 
reaction might be, German propaganda would provide “evi- 
dence” that it was instigated by the English Government. In 
this way the Katyn affair not only would split Soviet-Polish 
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but also Soviet-British relations. Goebbels was elated. Hitler 
himself ordered that “the affair be given widest possible use.” 

On April 14, 1943, a relatively unkown German public 
official named Bohle wrote Himmler a “strictly secret” letter 
proposing that General Sikorski, the head of the Polish Gov- 
ernment-in-Exile, be invited to inspect Katyn as a private 
person, and that representatives of the Allied governments be 
invited also. It was obvious, Bohle said, that the Allies would 
refuse to come, and that they also would prevent Sikorski’s 
coming, even if he wanted to come. This might provide some 
material for propaganda to further assist in splitting the Allies. 
Himmler acknowledged the letter politely but with the air 
of a man who knows it all. He was pleased with the idea 
“particularly since myself, I have already thought about it 
.++,” he wrote. Eight days later Himmler wrote to Ribben- 
trop, “It occurred to me...,” then repeated what had been, 
basically, Bohle’s suggestion. 

Herr Ribbentrop was cool to the idea. In his reply dated 
April 26, 1943, he admitted that such propaganda could gain 
some advantage. However, he pointed out that the principles 
guiding German foreign policy in regard to the Polish Gov- 
ernment-in-Exile were such that they prevented any contacts 
with the Poles. These principles were so important that they 
could not be impaired for “immediate gains of propaganda.” ¢ 

On April 19, 1943, a member of Ribbentrop’s personal staff 
named Megerle sent a codified telegram to the German lega- 
tions in Budapest and Geneva requesting them to look for 
“about four” Poles among the emigrés, who would be willing 
to go to Katyn, and give at least an outward impression of 
co-operating with German authorities. The telegram specified 
that they ought to have “‘anti-bolshevik or anti-Semitic con- 
victions.” 7 Officials at the legations sought in vain among thou- 
sands of Polish emigrés in Switzerland and Hungary to find 
even four willing to play such a role. 

Meanwhile, the Poles in London acted, even before the first 
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radiograms sent by the Underground members in the Polish 
Red Cross Commission reached them. It is quite possible that 
they had been prodded by a special telegram sent on April 15, 
1943, at 7 p.m. by General Anders (who by this time had 
been evacuated with his army from the Soviet Union to the 
Middle East). In this telegram the general requested the gov- 
ernment “to intervene in this affair with the object of obtain- 
ing official explanations from the Soviets, especially as our 
soldiers are convinced that the rest of our people in the 
U.S.S.R. will also be exterminated.” ® The soldiers were fear- 
ful about their families still in the Soviet Union. The Polish- 
language press in London was hopeful that “this terrible news 
taken up by the German propaganda will turn out—as it often 
has been the case in the past—to be lies.” *° On the same day, 
April 15, 1943, the Polish Government-in-Exile in a closed 
meeting decided to appeal to the International Red Cross in 
Geneva for an impartial investigation. The Daily Telegraph’s 
diplomatic correspondent reported it the next day, and that 
same evening Reuters International News Agency (Globe- 
reuter) published the decision."t On April 17, 1943, one day 
after the press reported it, the Polish Minister of National 
Defense issued a communiqué in which he, after restating the 
whole problem and circumstances of the disappearance of the 
Polish prisoners in the Soviet Union, informed the public of 
the decision to appeal to the International Red Cross for in- 
vestigation.’? The fact that a correspondent had learned this 
decision one day prior to its official announcement was to 
have fatal diplomatic consequences for the Polish Govern- 
ment-in-F xile. 

On the day of the Minister’s announcement (April 17, 
1943) at 4:30 p.m., a representative of the Polish Red Cross 
delegate in Geneva called on Mr. Reuger, an official of the 
International Red Cross, and handed him the formal request 
of the Polish Government for the investigation of the Katyn 
massacre. To his astonishment he was informed that less than 
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an hour before the German delegate had done the same.’* To 
outside observers this would appear to be Polish-German co- 
operation. The Soviet Government was waiting for this kind 
of a Situation. 

Actually, the Poles had not co-operated with the German 
Government. After the Reuter agency announced on April 16 
the decision of the Polish Government to appeal to the Inter- 
national Red Cross, Goebbels, who had a daily evaluation of 
the Allied press submitted to him, reported this to Hitler. Both 
of them saw an occasion to embarrass the Poles and to create 
a vehement reaction on the part of the Soviet Government. 
Hitler sent instructions to issue “at once” a second German 
invitation to the International Red Cross.!¢ The Germans had 
first sent an invitation on April 15, 1943, by wire and had 
already received a reply two days before the Polish represen- 
tative appeared at the offices of the International Red Cross 
in Geneva. The second German invitation was timed to coin- 
cide with the Polish action.** (Though it is possible that the 
Poles knew from their representatives in Geneva that the Ger- 
mans had appealed to the International Red Cross, there is no 
evidence that they acted in concert.) 

The answers from the International Red Cross came quite 
promptly. Both governments, German and Polish, were told 
in separate letters that this institution was “prepared to give 
assistance by selecting neutral experts, on the condition that 
similar appeals were received from all parties interested in this 
question ‘°—meaning if the Soviet Government also extended 
an invitation. 

However, the Soviet Government was silent and did not 
request an investigation. Instead, an officer of the Soviet dip- 
lomatic corps in London approached the Polish Minister of 
Information (Professor Kot, the former Polish envoy to Mos- 
cow), asking “on instructions from Kremlin” that the Polish 
Government publish a statement that the Katyn massacre was 
committed by the Germans.!? This the Poles refused to do. 
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The Soviet daily Pravda on April 19, 1943, exploded the 
fuse so carefully prepared by Hitler, Goebbels, and Ribben- 
trop. The title of Pravda’s editorial indicated its content— 
“Hitler’s Polish Collaborators!” In it the Polish Minister of 
Defense was charged with “direct and obvious help to the 
Hitlerite provocateurs.” In respect to the Polish request for 
the investigation addressed to the International Red Cross, the 
Poles were called “Polish assistants” of the “German provoca- 
teurs.” 

The Soviet Government emphasized the fact that the Polish 
delegate had appeared on the same day as the German (hand- 
ing the second invitation), using this as evidence of Polish- 
German collaboration. The Soviet accusations that these Poles 
were collaborating with the Germans were picked up by the 
pro-Soviet press abroad.'® For the Poles, who since 1939 had 
supplied to the Supreme Allied Command over one-half mil- 
lion soldiers in the Underground and on all Allied fronts 
(France, Norway, Africa, Battle of Britain, Italy, etc.), this 
accusation was hard to stomach. The Polish press-in-exile 
took a defensive attitude. It pointed out that the Soviet Union 
had not joined in the request for an investigation by the Inter- 
national Red Cross and pressed for answers as to what had 
happened to the rest of the Polish prisoners who had disap- 
peared. 

As the problem of the disappearance of 15,000 Allied of- 
ficers and men arose, on April 21 Stalin sent “personal and 
secret” messages to Prime Minister Churchill and President 
Roosevelt. The texts of the messages were identical. Because 
the anti-Soviet campaign had started simultaneously in the 
German and Polish press and followed similar lines, this was 
“an indubitable evidence of contact and collusion between 
Hitler . . . and the Sikorski Government. . . . The Sikorski 
Government is striking a treacherous blow at the Soviet 
Union....” The letters continued: ‘These circumstances com- 
pel the Soviet Government to consider that the present Polish 
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Government, having descended to collusion with the Hitler 
Government has, in practice, severed its relations of alliance 
with the U.S.S.R. and adopted a hostile attitude to the Soviet 
Union. For this reason the Soviet Government has decided 
to interrupt relations with that Government.” ** Although 
the basis for a breach of relations sounded rather weak, Stalin 
had one point which, in terms of diplomatic procedure, could 
be annoying to him as head of the Soviet Government. The 
Polish Government had not inquired directly of the Soviet 
Union about the facts relating to Katyn. Stalin was justified 
in resenting this. “The Sikorski Government has not found it 
necessary even to address questions to the Soviet Government 
or to request information on the matter,” he complained.” 
The Poles, as a matter of fact, had addressed a note in this 
spirit to the Soviet Government on April 17, but the note was 
not handed to the Soviet Ambassador until three days later— 
for “technical reasons,” they said 7* -which means that they 
officially delivered the note after they had approached the 
International Red Cross requesting an impartial investigation. 
The Poles were engaged in “politicking” themselves. 

One has to realize that from the fall of 1941 until the dis- 
covery of the Katyn graves in April 1943 the Polish Govern- 
ment was continually addressing notes, inquiries and letters 
through formal and informal channels asking the Soviet Gov- 
ernment about the missing men. The total number of these 
inquiries on both formal and informal levels was well over 
200. The answers elicited had yielded no results. Consequently 
they had decided to appeal as it were, to “a higher court,” an 
international agency of repute, to ascertain the facts. Why did 
they appeal to the Red Cross first and inquire of the Soviet 
Government later? Here was a politically shrewd step on the 
part of the Poles. They gauged quite well what would be the 
answer of the Soviet Government—the Russians would main- 
tain, as they in fact did, that the German Government com- 
mitted the crime. If the Poles then appealed to the International 
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Red Cross, the Soviet Union would charge them with lack of 
faith, disbelieving another ally, etc. By notifying the Red 
Cross first, the Poles hoped to avoid the trap of challenging 
openly the statement of the Soviet Government. But they 
were vulnerable from any angle. 

Churchill, in response to Stalin’s letter, used reasonable ar- 
guments pleading for unity and denying Stalin’s accusations 
that the Poles had collaborated with Hitler. He was disap- 
pointed that Stalin had not consulted him before undertaking 
such an important step as breaking diplomatic relations. He 
pointed out that the exiles had been and still were willing to 
co-operate with the Soviet Government. At the same time he 
slammed his fist into the agitated Poles. “I am examining 
the possibility of silencing those Polish newspapers in this 
country [England] which attacked the Soviet Government,” 
he wrote.”? Subsequently, the Polish press in England was for- 
bidden to express hostility to the Soviet Union, and Churchill 
advised Sikorski to make no further inquiries about the miss- 
ing men. “If they are dead, nothing you can do will bring 
them back.” *5 Roosevelt’s reaction was along similar lines. He 
assured Stalin that he could not “believe that Sikorski has in 
any way whatsoever collaborated with the Hitler gangsters. 
In my opinion, however, he has erred in taking up this par- 
ticular question with the International Red Cross.” * But, 
Stalin was not to be deterred from his course of action. 

At 12:15 a.m. on April 26, 1943, the Polish Ambassador in 
the Soviet Union, Mr. Romer, was summoned to the Commis- 
sariat for Foreign Affairs, where Mr. Molotov read to him a 
note reiterating mainly the points covered in Stalin’s letters to 
Churchill and Roosevelt and, after bluntly denouncing the 
Polish Government for “contact and accord” with Hitler, 
notified him that “on the strength of the above, the Soviet 
Government has decided to sever relations with the Polish 
Government.” * The alert ambassador refused to accept such 
a note, informing Molotov that it was “couched in language 
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no ambassador can receive.” This was the argument of the 
weaker party and was treated as such. After returning to his 
hotel, Mr. Romer was awakened much later the same night by 
sharp knocking on the door. He opened the door to be handed 
a letter by a messenger, who left immediately. After opening 
the envelope the ambassador discovered in it Mr. Molotov’s 
note. Neither the content nor the manner of delivery of the 
note was according to commonly respected diplomatic cus- 
tom. In addition, it was most distressing to Romer, since he 
visualized the difficulties such a step created in promoting 
unity among the Allies. He immediately consulted the British 
and the American ambassadors in Moscow. Both of them, 
however compassionate as persons, were helpless as ambassa- 
dors. The American Ambassador, Admiral Standley, revealed 
a Yankee spirit and sense of humor, advising Romer to take 
the note back “to the Kremlin gate, give it to a messenger and 
tell him it was sent to you by mistake.” ®* This advice did not 
cheer the Polish Ambassador, although the attitudes of the two 
Allied colleagues did. When he left the Soviet Union for 
England he was seen off at the station by both the American 
and the British Ambassadors, who brought him farewell pre- 
sents, as one of them said, “ to show where our sympathy 
lies.” 27 

This feeling of sympathy apparently was not shared by the 
Allies on the highest level of policy formation. With the Po- 
lish press forcibly silenced and the pro-Soviet papers keeping 
the Poles under constant fire by charging them with the 
slandering of the Soviet Union and collaborating with Hitler, 
the policymakers literally forced the Polish leaders into a 
position from which the American and British Governments 
could deal with Stalin. The day after the break of the diplo- 
matic relations General Sikorski, the head of the Polish Gov- 
ernment, was “invited” to participate in a chain of conferences 
with Churchill, Eden, and the American Ambassador, Mr. 
Drexel Biddle. The outcome was a statement by the Polish 
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Government, issued through its Telegraph Agency, that the 
Polish Government considered its request to the International 
Red Cross for the investigation of the Katyn massacre to be 
withdrawn.?* Sikorski complained privately about British pres- 
sure but there were no alternatives available. Even this step 
did not change the attitude of the Soviet Government. 

Behind the Soviet action was a potent diplomatic secret. On 
the surface it appeared that Stalin was merely annoyed with 
the Polish Government. One needed Mr. Churchill’s incisive- 
ness and his ability to get at the core of the matter to discover 
Stalin’s intention and pinpoint it as the real reason for the 
Soviet behavior. 

Several weeks prior to the announced discovery of Katyn, 
the “Union of Polish Patriots” was created in Russia under 
Soviet auspices. It was composed of Polish communists. A 
prominent role in its organization was played by Wanda Was- 
ilewska, a Soviet citizen, although of Polish origin, with the 
rank of Colonel in the Soviet Army. Her goal was to see 
Poland under communistic government. The group was from 
the beginning under Stalin’s tutelage and, according to its own 
pronouncements, represented the will of the Polish people. 
What was needed was a means of discrediting the Polish Gov- 
ernment-in-Exile in London, in order for the group of eager 
Polish “representatives” to assume the functions of the Polish 
Government-in-Exile. The Katyn affair provided an oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. Churchill, keeping the unity of the Allied camp in 
mind, brought the Poles in London into line, and at the same 
time called Stalin’s bluff in plain language. Referring to the 
possibility of the formation of a Polish Government in the 
Soviet Union, he pointed out in his letter dated April 30, 1943 
(four days after the Russians severed relations with the Poles), 
“We should not, of course, be able to recognize such a Gov- 
ernment and would continue our relations with Sikorski who 
is far the most helpful man you or we are likely to find for the 
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purposes of the common cause. I expect that this will also be 
the American view.” ”° 

Ambassador Standley evaluated the long-range policy of 
the Soviet Union expertly and with foresight. A paraphrase 
of his telegram sent at that time to the State Department 
asserts: “We may, it seems to me, be faced with a reversal in 
European history. To protect itself from the influences of Bol- 
shevism, Western Europe in 1918 attempted to set up a cor- 
don sanitaire. The Kremlin, in order to protect itself from the 
influences of the west, might now envisage the formation of 
a belt of pro-Soviet states.” *° The subsequent seizure of East- 
ern European Republics by Soviet-groomed men proved his 
acute observation, made two years in advance, to be correct. 
Poland was the crucial buckle in this belt and it was necessary 
to “produce” a pro-Soviet government if the buckle was to 
hold. Unfortunately for the Soviet Government, the com- 
munistic underground in Poland was extremely weak and the 
Poles, whether in exile or in occupied Poland, could not easily 
forget Soviet-German co-operation in 1939, the seizure of 
Eastern Poland and the mass deportations. There was scarcely 
a possibility that a pro-Soviet government would emerge, par- 
ticularly after the Katyn massacre. Stalin had to do it himself. 
The flimsily constructed “Polish Patriots” were the result. No 
student of politics could deny Stalin’s astuteness in long-term 
planning. 

This was a difficult time for the British leadership. Priorities 
had to be established in dealing with Polish-Soviet relations, 
but foremost among these was the winning of the war against 
Germany and the preventing of separate peace agreements be- 
tween Stalin and Hitler. It must be remembered that only four 
years before, the two countries had assisted each other. Such 
a possibility could not be completely disregarded in 1943. 
Churchill was quite clear about the primary goals. Of his talk 
with Soviet Ambassador Maisky he said, “I did not attempt to 
discuss facts [about Katyn]... we have got to: beat Hitler 
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... this is no time for quarrels and charges.” ** Foreign Secre- 
tary Eden, while making a statement on the floor of the 
House of Commons concerning Polish-Soviet relations, blamed 
“the common enemy” for the situation and appealed to mem- 
bers of Parliament and public opinion. “Least said, soonest 
mended,” he pleaded.*? However, silence was virtually impos- 
sible to maintain. There were 55,138 Communist Party mem- 
bers in Great Britain at that time and about 100,000 Poles. 
There was no love between these two groups. 

The pro-Soviet press, particularly the Daily Worker, con- 
tinued the anti-Polish campaign week after week, generating 
heat so intense that the British Minister of Information casti- 
gated it for vilification of the Polish Government. At the same 
time the Minister assailed, by implication, the papers printed 
in Polish, and pointed out that both sides were contributing to 
disunity among the Allies.** The Poles in London, knowing 
that the anti-Polish press was Soviet-instigated, tried to re- 
taliate. Everybody climbed on the bandwagon—inhabitants 
from Eastern Polish territories, to which the Soviet Union 
already was establishing claims, families of the deported and 
missing, real patriots fearing for the future of Poland, and 
“professional patriots” fearing for their jobs with the govern- 
ment. Crackpots appeared. A New Zealander in London called 
for a separate peace with Hitler, signing his memorandum, 
“King of Poland, Hungary and Bohemia, Grand Duke of Lith- 
uania, Silesia, and the Ukraine, Hospodar of Moldavia, and 
High Priest of the Sun.” * 

At the same time that these attacks were being made on the 
Poles, Stalin was assuring Mr. Roosevelt that agencies of the 
Soviet Government “have always treated and will continue to 
treat [Poles] as comrades, as people near and dear to us.” * 

Not only British but also American officials, particularly 
those responsible for propaganda, found the Katyn affair most 
difficult to handle. It was impossible for them to silence com- 
pletely their own public opinion and that of the Poles. (There 
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were well over six million American citizens of Polish origin.) 
At the same time they could not say, “the Germans did it,” 
since they were not sure, particularly in view of the data 
taken from the graves and the information available from 
General Anders’ men who already had arrived in the Middle 
East and were talking freely about their experiences in the 
Soviet Union. Nor had the Soviet Union provided any evi- 
dence, except a formal statement (which was submitted as 
“evidence”) printed in Pravda, that “the fascists did it,” and 
the Kremlin refused to co-operate with the International Red 
Cross. 

The State Department, four days prior to the breach of 
Polish-Soviet relations, instructed the American Office of War 
Information, headed by Mr. Elmer Davis, that “until further 
and more conclusive evidence is available, it would be inad- 
visable for OWI to take a definite stand in this regard 
[Katyn].” 8° Mr. Davis, in his broadcast on May 3, 1943, cast 
doubt on the German accusations calling the whole story 
“very fishy.” But some sort of position was necessary, partic- 
ularly since the whole affair was snowballing into a political 
problem of major proportions. According to Mr. Wallace 
Carroll, director of the United States Office of War Informa- 
tion in London, “the line” had two phases: in the first, discus- 
sion of the Katyn case was avoided except by pointing to it 
as an example of a German maneuver to distract attention 
from German losses sustained in battles. Next, the proposed 
action “was to talk about the German crimes against Poland 
and other occupied countries.” *? This was obviously dodging 
the issue and hardly a satisfying treatment of the story, but 
there were no other alternatives, except those conflicting with 
the aims of the OW] at that time. Parenthetically, the organs 
of propaganda of any country are not particularly conspic- 
uous for the presentation of factual data. That is not their 
purpose, as Mr. Carroll knew. “If we told the whole truth to 
the Continent, we would at times encourage the Germans and 
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discourage our friends. If we talked frankly about the Allied 
disagreements over Poland, for example, we would only help 
Goebbels to strengthen German resistance and thus sacrifice 
the lives of Allied soldiers.” ** 

Besides, public opinion in the United States at that time was 
strongly bent on finding common ideas and goals between 
America and the Soviet Union. Even such a traditionally con- 
servative magazine as Life was “selling” the Communist leaders 
to the American people. The issue of March 29, 1943 (just 
preceding announcement of the Katyn discovery) was dedi- 
cated to the Soviet Union, with Stalin’s picture on the cover 
and a full page picture of Lenin, who, Life announced, was 
“perhaps the greatest man of modern times.” * In its attempt 
to find parallels between the two countries, the magazine also 
informed its millions of readers that the Soviet N.K.V.D. was 
“a national police similar to the F.B.I.” *° It is interesting to 
note that during the same year, the two major American labor 
organizations, the C.I.O. and the A.F. of L., refused to co- 
operate and withdrew their support from the Office of War 
Information because the head of the labor desk was out- 
spokenly communistic in his attitudes.‘ Political stereotypes 
were turned upside down, and the sympathies of pressure 
groups, so important in American politics, were losing their 
conventionally assumed patterns. 

President Roosevelt’s intentions were even more difficult to 
ascertain. In the very din of the Polish-Soviet fracas, while 
Churchill was trying hard to mend the cracks in the Allied 
camp, Mr. Roosevelt sent an “old friend” to Stalin with a 
message inviting him to meet Roosevelt somewhere in the area 
of Bering Straits without Churchill. Mr. Roosevelt mentioned 
that he would bring Harry Hopkins.*? The meeting was to be 
so secret that the “old friend” (Mr. Joseph E. Davies) upon 
his arrival in Moscow not only refused to inform the Amer- 
ican Ambassador to the Soviet Union of the content of the 
message, but also told the Ambassador that the President felt 
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the Ambassador should not be present when the letter was 
delivered to Mr. Stalin.*® 

Propaganda officials in the United States and England were 
fully aware that the problem of Katyn had become not a 
problem of human compassion or of justice but a political 
problem. They had to maneuver gingerly not to step on any- 
one’s toes. Their position was most difficult, particularly since 
both governments, British and American, did not make avail- 
able to them the data concerning Katyn already in the 
governmental files. There is undeniable evidence that the in- 
telligence agencies of the British and American governments 
already had substantial files on the Katyn matter. Analysis 
and publication of those materials probably would have shed 
considerable light on the circumstances of the crime. But 
these materials were pigeonholed and, as it happened in the 
American case, subsequently “disappeared” between the room 
of the Chief of Military Intelligence and the State Depart- 
ment. (This will be discussed in Chapter IX.) 

The questions “Who killed the men, and what happened 
to the more than 10,000 still missing?” ceased to be of interest 
to the Allies. Only the Poles still tried to raise them, but who 
would listen? Goebbels, who kept a close look at the tenor 
and content of the Allied press, could not help chuckling in 
his diary, “The Poles are given a brush-off by the English and 
the Americans as though they were enemies.” * 

But the Soviet Union was willing to re-establish diplomatic 
relations with Poland for a price. According to Stanistaw 
Mikotajezyk,*® who became Polish Premier after Sikorski’s 
death in 1943, the two officially pronounced conditions were: 
one, a change in the composition of the Polish Government- 
in-Exile (members of the Union of Patriots in Moscow were 
suggested to fill the vacancies left by those unacceptable to the 
Soviet Union); two, recognition of the Soviet claim to the 
Polish eastern territories. There was also a third condition, 
actually a prerequisite and the most important, although al- 


44, DEATH IN THE FOREST 


ways announced in an informal fashion—the Poles were to 
denounce themselves for demanding the Red Cross investiga- 
tion and were to state publicly that they had been wrong in 
doing so. 

The Poles refused. 

The German Foreign Ministry now made a second attempt 
to disrupt Allied co-operation. 

A secret order from Ribbentrop’s office addressed to the 
German embassies in Sweden, Turkey and Switzerland ad- 
vised the German emissaries in these countries to spread prop- 
aganda “insinuating that the English Government incited the 
Poles to send their well-known note to the Red Cross.” The 
order also stated that “the German origin of this whisper- 
propaganda must not be recognizable.” ** 

German agents began to spread the “line” to all levels of 
social interaction in the neutral countries. The news was 
immediately reported in Moscow, London, and Washington, 
clouding the Katyn issue even further and sowing mistrust 
and confusion in three capitals. 

Confusion existed even on the highest policy-making level. 
Between October 19 and 30, 1943, a conference of Foreign 
Ministers of Allied Powers took place in Moscow. Cordell Hull, 
Molotov and Eden participated. A communiqué from this 
conference was published together with a Special Declaration 
signed by Roosevelt, Churchill and Stalin. The Declaration 
was released to the press November 1, 1943. Under these 
circumstances it might be expected that the content of the 
Declaration would be the same when published in the three 
countries concerned. It was not so. 

When referring to German atrocities, the appropriate part 
of the Declaration in the Russian version read as follows: 
“Thus, the Germans who took part in shooting Italian officers 

. will be brought back to the scene of their crimes and 
judged on the spot. ...”” #7 The American version was identi- 
cal with the Soviet and also spoke about “Italian officers.” * 
The British were less malleable. 
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The Times of London also published on November 2 the 
full text of the Declaration; however, in it there was reference 


“ 


to “. . . the Germans who took part in shooting Polish 
opicersc, 

Seventeen days later the British Foreign Office announced 
“chat because of mutilation in transmission the version of the 
declaration on German atrocities . . . differed from the cor- 
rect text issued by the Soviet Government.” In other words, 
it should have read “Italian” officers and not “Polish” officers.*° 

During this time the Red Army had been repulsing the 
German invaders. It is not important whether the Red Army 
soldier fought as a communist or a Russian; he fought mag- 
nificently. 

The day after the Soviet units reached the Katyn Forest 
area, a Special Soviet Commission appeared on the spot of the 
executions to begin its own investigation. The dead soldiers 
were to be taken from their graves again. The silent trees 
were to see them for the third time. 
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The Soviet Commission 
Investigation 


GOoEBBELS, HAVING BEEN informed that the German Army 
had to withdraw from the Katyn area, entered a prediction in 
his diary: “Unfortunately we have had to give up Katyn. The 
Bolsheviks undoubtedly will soon ‘find’ that we shot 12,000 
Polish officers. That episode is one that is going to cause us 
quite a little trouble in the future.” * 

The Soviet Special Commission arrived in the Katyn Forest 
following its liberation from the German occupation. The 
previous commission on the spot had attempted to ascertain 
the circumstances, but above all who had murdered the 
prisoners. The Soviet Commission, judging by its title, al- 
ready seemed to know who had killed the men. The official 
title of the team was: The Special Commission for Ascertain- 
ing and Investigating the Circumstances of the Shooting of 
Polish Officer Prisoners by the German-Fascist Invaders in 
the Katyn Forest? 

The Commission and the medical experts associated with it 
included a number of distinguished Soviet names,’ but no 
foreign medical representatives were invited and even the 
Polish communists were barred from the participation in 
exhumations.‘ 

The Commission attempted to discredit the verdicts of the 
three preceding commissions and the materials submitted by 
the Polish authorities. 

49 


50 DEATH IN THE FOREST 


The Commission began by stating that “the Katyn Forest 
had for a long time been the favorite resort of Smolensk people 
. .. access to the Katyn Forest was not banned or restricted 
in any way.” The N.K.V.D. from Smolensk had its own “rest 
home” in the forest. When the German Army arrived in the 
area, this home became the headquarters of the 537th Engi- 
neering Battalion of the German forces. 

Just before the German units entered the area, according 
to the Commission, Polish prisoners-of-war, officers and men, 
were employed in road-building in the vicinity of Smolensk. 
The Soviet authorities tried to evacuate these prisoners by 
train but were unable to do so, and the Poles were captured 
by German forces. After their capture, they frequently es- 
caped from German authorities, and people around the Katyn 
Forest and Smolensk saw them, and saw the German police 
looking for them, particularly in the fall of 1941. It should be 
recalled that the three previous medical commissions estab- 
lished the date of the massacre as the early spring of 1940, 
whereas the Soviet sources maintained that the prisoners were 
murdered in the fall of 1941. 

According to Soviet witnesses, who testified in large num- 
bers, the German commanding officer of the unit occupying 
the former N.K.V.D. rest home was Colonel Arnes. He told 
two Soviet women who were employed by the Germans in 
this house as kitchen help that they must not enter certain 
rooms. The same two employees on two occasions noticed 
blood stains on the cuffs of two German lance-corporals. 
They also heard trucks coming to the forest and heard shots 
fired. On one occasion one of the women saw about thirty 
Polish prisoners being led into the forest, and twenty minutes 
later she heard shots. 

The director of the Smolensk Observatory, Professor B. V. 
Bazilevsky, testified that the Soviet lawyer B. G. Menshagin, 
appointed mayor of Smolensk by the German administration, 
told him that the Poles were being exterminated by the German 
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authorities in the Katyn area. Also Menshagin’s notebook 
from the period of 1941 was found by the Commission. There 
was an entry in it to this point. Menshagin himself could not 
be located. He had moved toward Germany before the arrival 
of Russian forces at Smolensk. The Soviet Security police 
arrested him somewhere in the West, after cessation of hostili- 
ties. 

According to the report of the Soviet Commission, the 
background of the shooting was as follows: In the winter of 
1942-1943 the Soviet military might was growing stronger, 
and so was Allied unity. To offset this “the Germans decided 
to launch a provocation, using for this purpose the atrocities 
they committed in the Katyn Forest.” In order to get the 
appropriate testimonies from the local people, and to blame 
the Soviet Union, “... the Germans beat, threatened, and 
persuaded them to testify.” While conditioning the witnesses 
to testify in their favor, the German authorities proceeded 
with the preparation of the bodies and graves to prove that 
the men were murdered in the spring of 1940, or, in other 
words, prior to the German arrival in the area. 

The Soviet Commission’s account goes on to say that the 
Germans started by ordering all 11,000 bodies (the number 
given by the Soviet Commission) to be exhumed. They re- 
moved from the clothing all documents dated later than April 
1940, and then returned the bodies to the graves. This oc- 
curred in March 1943. Five hundred Soviet prisoners-of-war 
were used to carry out this operation, and afterward they 
were shot. The bodies of these 500 Soviet prisoners were not 
found by the International, the German, nor the Polish Com- 
missions investigating the graves. Nor did the Soviet Com- 
mission ever claim to have found them. This is remarkable 
considering the weight this evidence would have given the 
Soviet Commission’s report. 

The Soviet Commission concluded by saying that several 
weeks later the Germans again dug up the bodies of some of the 
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Poles and announced the discovery of the Katyn Massacre. 
Moreover, the Commission continues, German soldiers brought 
the bodies of Poles from outside the Katyn Forest and dumped 
them into the graves as late as April 1943. Three Soviet 
witnesses testified that they met on “several nights big trucks 
covered with tarpaulins and spreading a heavy stench of dead 
bodies” driving toward Smolensk in March and April 1943. 

The Special Commission based all this on the testimony of 
witnesses. To this testimony was added evidence gathered by 
the medical experts. The Special Commission interviewed the 
witnesses from September 26, 1943, until January 24, 1944, 
but the medical experts investigated the graves during one 
week—January 16 to 23, 1944.° 

The Soviet experts ascertained the identity of the slain men, 
the cause of death, and the time of burial, pronouncing their 
findings on the basis of the exhumation of 925 bodies. The 
victims were Poles, they were killed by shots in the back of 
the head. The Commission corroborated, so far, the findings 
of their professional colleagues of the preceding commissions. 
But here the similarities of the reports end. When it came to 
the most important point, the date of the burial, the Soviet 
doctors found that the “bodies were buried about two years 
ago ... between September and December 1941.” 

Altogether, four teams had examined the graves: the Inter- 
national, German, Polish, and Soviet. Yet the investigating 
medical experts did not agree on the date of the murder. 

While the Soviet doctors were working on the bodies, a 
group of foreign journalists came to Katyn Forest, and with 
them was Miss Kathleen Harriman, an American girl of 
twenty-five. She wrote a report of her visit to the graves 
which promptly reached the State Department and attracted 
its attention. The girl’s father was Mr. Averell Harriman, at 
that time American Ambassador to the Soviet Union. 

Apart from Miss Harriman, there were in the group about 
twenty journalists: one Frenchman, one Pole, the rest Ameri- 
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can and British. In the group were Mr. Werth of London’s 
B.B.C., Mr. Lawrence of the New York Times, Mr. Duncan- 
Hooper of Reuters, and Professor Davies of the Toronto 
Star. According to Mr. Harriman, he sent his daughter along 
because the diplomatic corps was usually not invited to par- 
ticipate in press conferences and the Russians “. . . would be 
more likely to let her go than . . . an embassy official.” ® Miss 
Harriman went. The third secretary of the American Em- 
bassy in Moscow, Mr. John Melby, went also. 

The group was taken to the forest, “then the party went 
into one of four large gray-green tents, clumping the snow 
and muck off their boots as they entered. It was warmer in- 
side and the stench was overpowering. Dr. Prozorovsky 
ripped open a corpse numbered 808, sliced chunks off the 
brain like cold meat, knifed through the chest and pulled out 
an atrophied organ. ‘Heart,’ he said, holding it out to Kathy 
[Miss Harriman]. Then he slit a leg muscle. ‘Look how well 
preserved the meat is,’ he said.” * Miss Harriman stayed, giv- 
ing evidence of the emotional stamina of American woman- 
hood. There was also a press briefing on the spot, during 
which the Polish correspondent “slept noisily.” (He explained 
to the American embassy official that “the present investiga- 
tion has no interest for the Poles in Russia since it is obvious 
that the Germans committed the crime.” ® His rank was that 
of a captain and he was editor of Wolna Polska (Free Po- 
land), a paper printed by the Polish communists in the Soviet 
Union under the auspices of Wanda Wasilewska.) After a 
time the correspondents asked questions. These became more 
and more penetrating and, as Mr. Melby says, were “usually 
rude.” The atmosphere of the conference was growing pro- 
gressively tense and uncomfortable. “At midnight it was an- 
nounced abruptly that our train would leave. . . . The mem- 
bers of the Commission were hasty and formal with us in 
their farewells, and the earlier atmosphere of at least semi- 
cordiality had disappeared.” ® 
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Ambassador Harriman conferred with his daughter and Mr. 
Melby upon their return. The outcome was his telegram 
addressed to the Secretary of State which stated that the “gen- 
eral evidence is inconclusive but Kathleen and Embassy staff 
member believe probability massacre perpetrated by Ger- 
mans.” ?© Miss Harriman followed with her personal report 
affirming that “.. . it is my opinion that the Poles were mur- 
dered by the Germans.” She then cited the findings of the 
Soviet Commission. So did Mr. Melby, asserting that “on 
balance, however, and despite loopholes the Russian case is 
convincing.” 7? 

The Soviet medical team maintained that the bodies exca- 
vated by it had never previously been subjected to a medical 
examination but that they already had been searched; slits 
were visible in the pockets and some of them had been turned 
out. (All bodies except about two hundred in grave number 
eight had been searched by the International, Polish, and Ger- 
man commissions.) The Soviet group reported that it found, 
nevertheless, on the already-searched bodies some documents 
with dates ranging from November 12, 1940, to June 20, 1941. 
Nine of these documents are cited. 

This is evidence which, if irrefutable, would completely 
exonerate the Soviet Government of the crime. The docu- 
ments would prove that the men could not have been killed 
in April-May 1940, because they were still writing or receiv- 
ing letters in 1941, and that the three non-Soviet medical com- 
missions were wrong. 

This is the crucial closing statement of the report: “The 
conclusions drawn from the evidence given by witnesses, and 
from the findings of the medico-legal experts on the shooting 
of Polish war prisoners by the Germans in the autumn of 
1941, are completely confirmed by the material evidence and 
documents excavated from the Katyn graves.” 

The list of names signing the Soyiet Report is headed by 
the Chairman of the Special Commission, Member of the 
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Extraordinary State Committee, Academician N. N. Bur- 
denko. This gentleman, before his death, supplemented the 
report informally. The supplement will be included here, in 
an appropriate place. 

The Soviet Commission’s report was about fifteen times 
shorter than the German and twenty times shorter than the 
Polish reports. It does not mention three things, prominent 
in the statements of other commissions: the trees planted on 
and around the graves, the four-corner bayonet wounds on 
the bodies, and the origin of the ropes with which the hands 
were tied. 

Although only 925 bodies were exhumed, the Commission 
arrived “by calculation” at the figure of 11,000 bodies in the 
graves. The manner of calculation is not stated. On the other 
hand, in one respect the report is more precise than the Inter- 
national, Polish, and German commissions—it identifies the 
German officers responsible for the murder, and the official 
designation of the unit: the officers were Lieutenant Colonel 
Arnes and his assistants, First Lieutenant Rekst and Second 
Lieutenant Hort. They belonged to the 537th Engineer Bat- 
talion. Under their command the executions were performed. 
The Commission states positively that they murdered the 
Poles. 

Colonel Ahrens (Arnes) survived the fighting on the Rus- 
sian front, and voluntarily appeared at the Nuremberg trial 
of German war criminals. His appearance after the war was 
unexpected, since it was fair to assume that the man guilty 
of such a hideous and well publicized crime would keep in 
the shadow to protect himself. The investigation of the Katyn 
Massacre at the Nuremberg trial was also unexpected. In fact, 
what happened at Nuremberg was a surprise not only to the 
general public but even to tough-minded international lawyers. 
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tion of the U.S.S.R. and director of the State Scientific Research In- 
stitute of Forensic Medicine; Doctor of Medicine V. M. Smolyaninov, 
professor of forensic medicine at the Second Moscow State Medical 
Institute; Doctor of Medicine D. N. Vyropayev, professor of patho- 
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of Medical Service Nikolsky, chief medico-legal expert of the West- 
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Nuremberg: Crime and 
Punishment in International 
Politics 


GoEBBELS HIMSELF PROMPTED the decision of the German 
authorities that special care should be exercised in preserving 
the evidence taken from the graves. Thousands of letters, 
identification cards, photographs, and personal possessions 
were recovered from the bodies. These were bundled off in 
the western direction to avoid capture by the Russians. They 
were the most important, and the only tangible, German evi- 
dence after the seizure of Katyn Forest by Soviet forces. 

The story of the transit of these documents is dramatic. 
While German authorities guarded this evidence, both the 
Polish Underground and the Soviet security police planned to 
steal it. 

There were nine huge wooden cases filled with the personal 
possessions of the dead. The Germans decided to permit 
Polish specialists in forensic medicine and criminology to 
analyze this truckload of data. The Poles could, at their own 
convenience, having the documents in Poland, ascertain their 
origin and authenticity with precision by comparing them 
with other documents of the same type, or by contacting 
families, or other means. Evidently the Germans felt that this 
would be to their advantage, although the Soviet Government 
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maintained that all documents had been falsified by the 
Germans. 

The big crates with the material were brought to the Polish 
city of Krakéw and deposited in the Polish Institute of Foren- 
sic Medicine. Here, under the supervision of Polish Doctor 
Robel and with the assistance of his Polish staff, the docu- 
ments were processed and analyzed systematically and thor- 
roughly. Needless to say, the Underground arranged access 
to the data and scrutinized it also. The Poles were so meticu- 
lous about the investigation of the material that the Secretary- 
General of the Polish Red Cross read the most important parts 
of the evidence himself.! These were the twenty-two hand- 
penned diaries which had been found on the dead Poles. All 
of them ended in April-May 1940, and some of the entries 
appeared to have been written literally minutes before the exe- 
cution. Authenticity of these documents had to be proved by 
the Poles beyond all doubt, and this the German officials 
permitted them to undertake. The processing, checking, and 
verification were completed rather quickly, and many docu- 
ments were copied and photographed, but the Germans were 
watching the materials closely and it was difficult to remove 
them completely from their hands. The Underground move- 
ment decided to snatch the lot from under the noses of the 
German guards. 

The documents had proved to be authentic and could be 
valuable evidence of Soviet guilt. The Poles feared that the 
Soviet Government would either steal them or destroy them 
by one method or another. The Germans were not only wary 
of Soviet intentions with respect to the boxes of documents, 
but they also knew the Poles in the Underground to be a 
tough and tricky lot. 

Mr. Skarzynski, the Secretary-General of the Polish Red 
Cross, collaborating with the underground, decided to build 
nine wooden boxes identical in appearance to those in which 
the materials were stored. The “Polish” boxes were to be 
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lined with tin and to be airtight. The idea was to transfer 
surreptitiously the materials from the “German” boxes into 
the “Polish” boxes and then, in greatest secrecy, to submerge 
the cases in a lake. It was expected that the heavy boxes would 
settle to the bottom and rest there until the war was over. 
The Poles proceeded with the action, and part of the 
materials were already “transferred” when the German guards 
discovered the plot. 

Police attention was again called to the Katyn affair. Soviet 
armed forces were already entering eastern Poland, pushing 
across the land with armored pincers aimed toward Krakow. 
An order was issued by the chief of German police to Dr. 
Beck, the German director of the Institute of Forensic Medi- 
cine and Scientific Criminology in the German Government 
of Poland, to destroy the materials rather than to allow their 
capture by the Soviet Army. Dr. Beck, after some unsuccess- 
ful attempts to hide the materials in private homes in Krak6w 
(the stench was overpowering and people could not stand it), 
decided to evacuate the materials to Germany. The evidence 
was repacked in fourteen boxes (according to one of the 
German guards there were sixteen boxes),? loaded on two 
trucks, and moved west toward Germany. Dr. Beck person- 
ally accompanied the load. 

Several days after the departure of the convoy, Dr. Beck 
reappeared in Krakow. He had broken his leg on the way 
and was brought back to the city for recovery. News of 
Beck’s return spread among the Poles, who were most curious 
as to the destination of the convoy. While the doctor was in a 
hospital he was gently “pumped” for information and one day 
he gave it—the trucks were sent to Breslau (now Wroclaw)! 

When the doctor had sufficiently recovered, he proceeded 
to Breslau to join the trucks. Krakéw was seized by Soviet 
units. Agents of the so-called “Lublin government” (which 
evolved from the “Union of Polish Patriots in Moscow”) 
sought the documents, but they were gone. Ultimately, Dr. 
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Robel, the Polish doctor who had supervised the verification 
of the documents in Krakow, was arrested by the security 
organs of the Polish communist government. 

The Soviet armies relentlessly rolled back the German 
defense. Breslau was taken. Several days later the Soviet secu- 
rity police were on the spot looking for the boxes. So was the 
Polish Underground. A member of the Polish Red Cross, 
hiding the real purpose of his visit, went to Breslau immedi- 
ately upon its capture. After diligent snooping, he found the 
traces. 

The boxes had reached the city and had been stored on 
the first floor of Breslau’s university. Even a blind man could 
have located them by sniffing the air. Unfortunately, in the 
very last days of the fighting for the city, a detachment of 
SS came, took the boxes—and Dr. Beck, who was still guard- 
ing them—and headed west toward the central part of shrink- 
ing and burning Germany. The Polish Red Cross official 
looked for the doctor in the eastern section of Germany, in 
vain. However, the doctor had not permanently disappeared. 
From the information collected from him and from one of the 
guards, during the Congressional investigation in 1952, it is 
possible to trace the fate of the documents further.* 

The duty-minded doctor, appreciating the political im- 
portance of the materials, decided to save them at any cost. 
With Breslau on fire, he pushed toward Berlin. This was not 
an easy task. The network of communications was already 
disrupted. Germany was cracking between two walls of steel 
converging from the west and east. On the way to Berlin, this 
time in a single truck, the documents reached Dresden. Here 
the Gestapo H.Q. provided a new truck. The cases were re- 
loaded. 

On toward Berlin bounced the doctor in the smelly truck, 
dodging Soviet planes, pushing through masses of refugees, 
giving priority to German armored units racing frantically 
from gap to gap to plug the breaking fronts. The truck 
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reached the town of Radebeul between Dresden and Meissen. 
It was impossible to proceed further. 

It was the beginning of May 1945. In a few days the Second 
World War would be over in Europe. The doctor decided to 
take the last measure to prevent the materials from falling 
into Soviet hands. 

He stored the boxes at the Radebeul railway station with 
an explicit order to the dispatcher that in case of the approach 
of Soviet units, “the boxes be burned completely.” He then 
raced toward Prague, where he thought he might contact 
representatives of the International Red Cross or the Ameri- 
can Army who would accept his deposit. 

He reached Pilsen and contacted the American commander 
of a unit there. Simultaneously news came that the Soviet 
units had reached the vicinity of Dresden, including Radebeul, 
and Dr. Beck decided not to go back. His race was over. 

As for the documents, the Russians did not get them. The 
forwarding agent, immediately prior to the Soviet entry into 
the city, set fire to the boxes. It is assumed that they burned to 
ashes.* A subsequent check revealed that the forwarding agent 
and his family were arrested by the Soviet police and simply 
disappeared. At the time of Dr. Beck’s testimony (1952) the 
agent was still missing. 

One thing Dr. Beck did not know while fulfilling his 
decision to go to Prague. In a matter of hours after the seizure 
of an area by the Soviet army, security police were at Dr. 
Beck’s stopping-places. They traced him with unfailing preci- 
sion. Dr. Beck’s parents’ home was searched several times, as 
were the homes of his German friends in which he stopped 
on his flight from Poland and through Germany. The Soviet 
agents were relentless in their efforts to locate the man and the 
documents. In some instances they were but a few days too 
late. Finally, the police arrested Dr. Beck’s mother, at that 
time sixty-two years old, and kept her in prison for more than 
six months to learn from her Beck’s address. But her son had 
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already escaped to western Germany and she protected his 
identity.° 

Between June 26 and August 8, 1945, a special conference 
of the four victorious powers took place in London. Its objec- 
tive was to agree “upon methods of procedure for the prose- 
cution and trial of the major European war criminals.” * The 
result was the Agreement and the Charter of the International 
Military Tribunal.? These documents were the legal founda- 
tions of the so-called Nuremberg trial which followed. 

Because the governments of the United States, Soviet 
Union, Great Britain, and France organized the conference, 
they divided the areas of responsibilities for the prosecution 
among themselves as follows: The United States would prose- 
cute for the war of aggression, Great Britain for the crimes 
committed on high seas and treaty violations, and the Soviet 
Union would prosecute for “crimes against humanity”—shar- 
ing this responsibility on a geographical basis with the Gov- 
ernment of France. The Soviet Union was responsible for the 
indictment for crimes committed by the German armies and 
authorities in Eastern Europe; the French for those committed 
in the Western part of Europe. This meant that the massacre 
of the Poles in the Katyn Forest could be submitted and 
prosecuted only by representatives of the Government of the 
Soviet Union, a party which, at that time, still had not been 
cleared of suspicion of committing the murder. There was 
eager speculation whether or not the Soviet Union would 
bring charges concerning the Katyn Massacre. It did. 

The Katyn Massacre was brought up during the drawing 
of the indictment by the Soviet prosecutor. Both British and 
American representatives protested against the inclusion; how- 
ever, as the Chief American Prosecutor stated, if the Soviet 
prosecutors thought they “could prove the charge, they were 
entitled to do so under the division of the case.” 8 

The Allied indictment of German war criminals was pub- 
licly announced on October 18, 1945. Chapter “C” of the 
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indictment bore the caption, “Murder and ill treatment of 
prisoners-of-war, and of members of the armed forces of the 
countries with whom Germany was at war and of persons on 
the high seas.” In a systematic tabulation of many German 
crimes of this type, the charge appears: “In September 1941, 
11,000 Polish officers who were prisoners-of-war were killed 
in the Katyn Forest near Smolensk.” Originally the Soviet 
indictment said “925 Polish officers,” but at the last moment 
before the submission of the indictment the Soviet representa- 
tives changed it to “11,000 Polish officers.” ® 

The first fire was drawn on February 8, 1946, during the 
trial, when the Chief Soviet Prosecutor, General Rudenko, 
assailed the Germans for the invasion of Poland and their 
policies of extermination.’° This was received by the German 
defendants with derision. “Goering and Hess took off their 
headphones. Goering, when asked why he did not listen, said, 
‘I did not think they [Russians] would be so shameless as 
to mention Poland.’ Dr. Gilbert, of the U. S. Army, asked, 
“Why do you consider that shameless?’ ‘Because they attacked 
at the same time we did.’ Baldur von Schirach laughed, ‘When 
they mentioned Poland, I thought I’d die!’ ” 4 

These charges made by the Soviet Union appeared to the 
Germans as nothing less than ridiculous. The attack on Poland 
had been committed also by the prosecutor’s government. 
It was a direct result of the German-Soviet military and politi- 
cal alliance in 1939. In any case, the evidence against the 
Germans on behalf of the murdered Poles was presented by 
Soviet Colonel Pokrovsky, Deputy Chief Prosecutor. What 
evidence? The report of the Soviet Commission.” 

The German defense counsel, requesting the admission of 
some other materials, incurred Soviet objections. The Soviet 
Chief Prosecutor, General Rudenko, stated that “the Soviet 
Prosecution categorically insists on the rejection of the ap- 
plication of the Defense Counsel.” Why? Because “our posi- 
tion is that this episode of criminal activity on the part of the 
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Hitlerites has been fully established by the evidence presented 
by the Soviet Prosecution. . ..” 

When the German counsellor offered the testimony of one 
Captain Bohmert, a former adjutant of the very unit accused 
by the Soviet Government of committing the mass murder, 
General Rudenko also objected on the grounds that “Caprain 
Bohmert is himself a participant in the crimes of Katyn For- 
est... . As he is an interested party, he cannot give any use- 
ful testimony.” 1* The logic of this argument is hard to follow. 
The witness was being disqualified because he was directly 
connected with the case. 

The Poles in London had had an “intellectual premonition” 
as to the manner in which the Katyn case would be con- 
sidered at the Nuremberg trial. Prior to the opening of the 
proceedings, eleven Polish senators and ten deputies of the 
Polish Government-in-Exile expressed an opinion as a parlia- 
mentary group and sent it to Supreme Court Justice Robert 
Jackson, Chief Prosecutor for the United States. In it they 
maintained that “.. . it would be ill-advised to include the 
Katyn case in the tasks of the Nuremberg tribunal. This case 
is of a special character, and needs . . . to be examined apart 
and treated independently. . . .” 25 It was the Polish conten- 
tion that one of the accused was acting as a prosecutor. But 
this the senators did not say in their note. The trial proceeded. 

After the Soviet Commission’s Report was introduced to 
the court as evidence, Colonel Prochovnik of the Soviet prose- 
cuting staff suggested to Dr. Stahmer (the German defense 
counsel) in the presence of Professor Exner (defense counsel 
for General Jodl) that the proceedings be shortened by not 
hearing witnesses at all. He proposed that written affidavits 
be presented in lieu of public testimony. This, of course, 
would prevent the testimony from reaching the public. The 
German counsellor refused to agree and demanded that the 
witnesses testify.’® After some bickering as to the number of 
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witnesses to be presented by the Soviet Union and Germany, 
it was decided that three men would testify for each. 

Names of the Soviet witnesses appear in the Soviet report. 
One is that of Dr. Prosorovsky who performed an autopsy 
for the benefit of Miss Harriman during the Soviet investiga- 
tion, and another that of Professor Basilevsky from Smolensk, 
the man who heard the rumors that the Poles were executed 
by German units. The third witness, Dr. Markov, created a 
real sensation. He was a member of the International Com- 
mission which had been organized by German authorities, and 
he had signed the International Commission’s report accusing 
the Soviet Government. Now he was coming to testify on be- 
half of the Soviet Government. 

Dr. Markov was brought from his native Bulgaria, already 
occupied by Soviet forces. The atmosphere was tense when 
the man was ushered into the courtroom. He completely re- 
versed his previous opinions. Not only did he attack the com- 
petence and results of the investigation by the International 
Commission of which he had been a member, he also affirmed 
that the report had been signed by all the members under Ger- 
man duress. “The only thing which bore the character of the 
scientific examination was the autopsy which I carried on,” he 
said. It was “absolutely clear” to him that the corpses had 
been buried one year to eighteen months. This meant that the 
men were shot by Germans.” 

The Soviet prosecutor questioned Dr. Markov by making 
statements to which Dr. Markov subscribed. For example: 


Soviet prosecutor: “You were shown already opened graves, 
near which the corpses were already laid out, is that 
night?” 

Dr. Markov: “Quite right. Near these opened graves were 
exhumed corpses already laid out there.” 18 


This procedure was repeated again and again. 
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Soviet prosecutor: “You signed it (the report of the Inter- 
national Commission) because you felt yourself com- 
pelled to?” 


Here the venerated President of the Court, Lord Justice 
Lawrence, reacted in his quiet way. “Colonel Smirnov,” said 
he, turning to the Soviet prosecutor, “I don’t think it is proper 
for you to put leading questions to him.” 

Many men among the doctors and journalists present during 
the work of the International Commission in Katyn Forest 
distinctly recalled during the U.S. Congressional Hearings 
that Dr. Markov had on several occasions at the Katyn graves 
volunteered his observations and opinions of Soviet guilt. Two 
of Markov’s colleagues from the Commission, Dr. Neville 
(Switzerland) and Dr. Tramsen (Denmark), later asserted 
several times that the Germans did not use any coercion or 
pressure on the signatories to the report. They also recalled 
Dr. Markov’s statements about Soviet guilt.2° At Nuremberg 
Dr. Markov maintained that the “Germans did it.” Dr. 
Markov’s post-Katyn investigation experiences provide some 
clues to the new position he had taken. 

Dr. Markov was arrested in Bulgaria soon after Soviet units 
reached this country. He was tried as an “enemy of the peo- 
ple” for his participation in the International Commission in- 
vestigation at the Katyn graves. After several months of im- 
prisonment he faced the “People’s Court.” Dr. Markov 
admitted before the court, “I am guilty before the Bulgarian 
Nation and its Liberator, Russia. . . . This is my guilt... .” 
Subsequently he testified that he was forced to go to Katyn 
Forest and that all members of the International Commission 
were compelled by the Germans to sign the report. He also 
maintained that all members were convinced that the evidence 
“‘was false.” After this confession the public prosecutor with- 
drew the indictment against Dr. Markov.”? His next public 
testimony was at the Nuremberg trial. 
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Dr. Prosorovsky maintained that he was convinced beyond 
“doubt that the Polish officers were buried in the fall, 1941.” 7? 
Professor Basilevsky affirmed the Soviet report that the Katyn 
Forest was “‘a favorite resort of the inhabitants of Smolensk,” 
and that there was “no fence at all.” 73 He talked about the 
forest, but not about the area around the N.K.V.D. house. 

Professor Basilevsky spent his leave in August 1940 in the 
town of Kozelsk. The slain Poles in the Katyn Forest all came 
from the prisoner-of-war camp at Kozelsk. In his testimony he 
assured the court that the Poles “were there” in August 1940, 
therefore, they could not have been killed in May 1940. He 
did not actually say that he saw them, but he said, “they were 
there.” 24 

Curiosity was aroused when Colonel Ahrens, named in the 
Soviet Report as Arnes, the officer under whose supervision 
the atrocity was committed, volunteered to testify.” 

Colonel Ahrens testified for one week under a barrage of 
questioning from the Soviet prosecution. He was not com- 
mander of the unit at the time of the massacre as established 
by the Soviet Report.** He was not even there at the date 
designated by the Soviet prosecutor as the time of murder. 
Then, the Soviet prosecution took a different line—Ahren’s 
predecessor was responsible. 

The German defense produced Colonel Bedenk. He was 
commander of the area prior to Ahrens. Facts against Bedenk 
could not be produced.*? The German defense brought the 
immediate superior of both colonels: General Oberhauser.?* 
Also one of the lieutenants, whose responsibility was drafting 
orders for the unit, testified.?® 

According to these officers’ testimony, at the end of August 
1941 a German communication center belonging to the Cen- 
tral Army Group moved into the former N.K.V.D. house. 
The official designation of the communication unit was 537th 
Signal Regiment. Its task was to tie a web of communication 
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among five (sometimes six) German armies spread through 
devastated Ukrainian and western Russian lands. 

The number of soldiers and technicians operating the tele- 
phones and other apparatus was between seventeen and 
twenty. It was during the presence of this German unit in the 
area that the buried Poles were found. Its staff, however, had 
nothing to do with the exhumations which followed. 

In spite of the efforts of the Soviet prosecution, the Ger- 
man officers’ testimony cleared them from the Soviet accusa- 
tions. What happened next? Nothing. The Katyn case “dis- 
appeared” from the Nuremberg trial. When Dr. Hans 
Laternser, the counsel for the German General Staff and High 
Command of the German Armed Forces, asked, “May I have 
the question put to the Prosecution, who is to be made re- 
sponsible for the Katyn case?” the President of the Court, 
Lord Justice Lawrence, said, “I do not propose to answer 
questions of that sort.” *° Soviet prosecution refrained from 
further action. 

When the final verdicts were rendered on September 30, 
1946, the Katyn affair was not mentioned. Following the ar- 
rangement of charges from the indictment, the verdict dealt 
with the Sagan slaying of fifty R.A.F. officers, describing it 
as “plain murder in complete violation of international law,” #4 
and proceeded to the execution of Soviet prisoners during the 
German-Soviet war. The charge concerning Katyn was sim- 
ply omitted without explanation. 

The responsibility for the deaths of 4,443 to 4,800 Allied 
officers and men and the disappearance of an additional 10,000 
in the Soviet Union was simply disregarded. At the same time, 
the murder of fifty other Allied officers in Germany was very 
thoroughly investigated and judgment rendered. As one of 
the members of the American prosecution staff remarked, the 
treatment of the Katyn case at the Nuremberg trial “looked 
mighty funny.” * 

On the other hand, looking at the handling of the Katyn 
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affair during the Nuremberg trial from the technical stand- 
point, one must realize that the German military elite were 
the defendants. They, and no one else “sat at the hard benches 
and faced the record of their deeds.” In the case of the Katyn 
massacre the Germans were the accused, and their guilt was 
to be established. At the moment when German guilt could 
not be proved, it can be supposed that the jurisdiction of the 
court ended. It definitely was not the function of this court 
to establish who killed the Polish prisoners-of-war by arrang- 
ing a separate investigation to look for the murderers else- 
where. 

While the court had some legal technicalities as reasons for 
not pressing to discover who committed the crime, there 
seems to be no excuse for the way in which the evidence was 
treated during the trial. First of all, the bulk of evidence of 
paramount importance in the possession of the Poles was not 
only not sought, but was also not admitted when offered. The 
Poles not only had the copies of diaries and some other mate- 
rials which they took from the graves without the Germans’ 
knowledge, but could even produce a witness, Professor 
Swianiewicz, who had been a prisoner in Camp Kozelsk and 
who was still with the men what appears to have been only 
hours before their execution. There were several hundred 
officers who were evacuated with General Anders’ army from 
the Soviet Union, from whose testimony much of the case 
could be reconstructed. Captain Czapski and Major Kaczkow- 
ski, the officers who tried so hard to gather all data on the 
missing men, were already in the West and had available a 
wealth of material collected in the Soviet Union, but they 
were not called to testify. 

In the latter part of May 1946 one of the German counsel- 
lors at the trial, Dr. Orto Stahmer, asked, in writing, the 
former commander of the Polish Forces in the Soviet Union, 
General Anders, to send him material which would be useful 
in establishing the identity of those guilty of the Katyn Mas- 
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sacre. General Anders had in his possession a great deal of 
material. He was at that time the commander of the 2nd Polish 
Corps in the British Eighth Army. It was General Anders’ 
feeling that, being a corps commander in the Allied forces, he 
should not render assistance directly to the counsellor of Ger- 
man war criminals. He, therefore, submitted a letter to the 
Allied Forces Headquarters, through American liaison officer 
Colonel John Tappin, expressing his willingness to submit im- 
portant material upon an official request from the Interna- 
tional Tribunal in Nuremberg.** He also answered Dr. Stah- 
mer in this spirit. 

General Anders did not receive any reply to his proposal 
and the trial continued without Polish evidence and witnesses. 
General Anders did not know whether the tribunal was ever 
“so advised.” ** Justice Robert Jackson, United States Chief 
of Counsel for Prosecution at Nuremberg, maintained that 
General Anders’ offer never came to his attention.” Jackson 
was not even given extremely valuable materials concerning 
Katyn which were already in the possession of the United 
States Government, for example, the reports of Colonels 
Szymanski and Van Vliet, U.S. Army officers.** 

Some material was given Jackson—the German report, 
Soviet documents placing the guilt on German forces, and 
“excerpts of conversations between Sikorski, Anders, Stalin, 
and Molotov.” However, according to Jackson, “none of 
these was in condition to be useful as evidence.” 57 

The case did not fare any better at the hands of the British 
Government. General Anders’ British superiors knew his will- 
ingness to submit evidence at Nuremberg. They also knew, 
through their channels of intelligence, that the evidence was 
of considerable magnitude, definitive and decisive in charac- 
ter. Neither he nor his materials were tapped. 

The representatives of the “Warsaw Government” who 
participated in the trial as Polish representatives said nothing. 
Evidence collected under auspices of the Council of Ministers 
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of the Polish Government-in-Exile by Doctor Wiktor Sukien- 
nicki (cited in this book as Polish Report) was excluded. 

It was quite interesting to hear Justice Jackson defending 
the procedures of the Nuremberg trial with regard to the 
Katyn Massacre during the Congressional hearings in 1952. 
His position was that “‘we could not at the international trial 
wisely undertake or satisfactorily achieve the long task of 
separating truth from falsehood.” ** Then, he proceeded to 
list four reasons in support: 

(1) “Responsibility for the massacre did not appear to be 
capable of documentary proof or substantial corrobora- 
tion”; %° 

(2) “we knew of no witnesses who could supply oral proof 
to establish the identity of the perpetrators that would meet 
the high standards of credibility”; * 

(3) “we did not need to prove Nazi responsibility for the 
Katyn murder in order to establish that the Nazi regime and 
individual defendants were guilty of conspiracy and a pro- 
gram to exterminate vast numbers of Poles”; * 

(4) “we were under exceedingly heavy pressure to get 
along with the trial.” 4? 

Justice Jackson’s arguments were eloquent, but they can- 
not stand scrutiny. “Documentary proof” and creditable wit- 
nesses were available at the time of the trial, but they were 
neither sought nor admitted as evidence. The material gath- 
ered by the Congressional Investigating Committee (see Chap- 
ter IX) is the best proof of this. His third point is irrelevant, 
and the last one about “getting along with the trial” not seri- 
ous. 

Justice Jackson was on much more secure ground when he 
pointed out to the Congressional Committee that in any case 
the Soviet Union Government or its personnel could not be 
prosecuted at the Nuremberg trial for the simple reason that 
not they but the Germans were indicted.** 
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Justice Jackson: “I will make a bargain with you, Mr. Con- 
gressman. If you will capture Stalin, I will try him.” 


Mr. O’Konski: “I will ask for that job myself to be sure he 
hangs. I wouldn’t trust another Nuremberg Trial.” ** 


Four years after the trial, the handling of the Katyn case 
at Nuremberg was partially clarified. The mighty lion of in- 
ternational politics, Mr. Churchill, did so in his memoirs. One 
sentence, free from legal subtleties and full of implications, is: 
“It was decided by the victorious Governments concerned 
that the issue should be avoided, and the crime of Katyn was 
never probed in detail.” *® Perhaps one day the records will 
reveal precisely who decided that, and how it was decided. 

The public trial of war criminals at Nuremberg ended with 
the murderers from Katyn Forest unrevealed and unpunished 
—without protest, as Poles point out, from the Soviet Govern- 
ment or the Communist Government of Poland. 
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Analysis of the Evidence 


Tue NurEMBERG TRIAL did not untangle the Katyn affair; the 
Germans and the Soviets each blamed the other for the atroc- 
ity. For reasons of political expediency some of the existing 
data in the Allied camp were suppressed or conveniently 
omitted from consideration. It is the purpose of this chapter 
to assess all of the available evidence. 

Let us first summarize the facts. The physical presence of 
about 15,000 Polish prisoners-of-war, mostly officers, in 
Soviet Russia has been established beyond doubt. These men 
were imprisoned in three Soviet camps—Kozelsk, Ostashkov, 
and Starobelsk—following their capture in the Soviet-Polish 
campaign of 1939. The approximate distribution of the men 
in the camps was as follows: Kozelsk, 5,000; Ostashkov, 6,570; 
and Starobelsk, 4,000. These added up to a total of 15,570. 

All of these men were in the camps around November 1939. 
By the latter part of December 1939, they were allowed to 
write once a month to their families in Poland, which at that 
time was divided between the Soviet and German occupying 
military forces and administrations. In the early spring of 
1940 all correspondence from the men from the three camps 
abruptly ceased. The Soviet Post Office began returning to 
the senders mail addressed to the prisoners; the explanation 
stamped on the envelopes was that the mail could not be de- 
livered. Research has established an explanation for this fact. 
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Early in May 1940 all three camps were completely evacuated 
by the Soviet authorities. Four hundred forty-eight of the 
prisoners were gathered after a time in Camp Pavelishtchev 
Bor and then transferred to Camp Grazovec. They were the 
only men ever found alive from the 15,000. 

These men continued to correspond with their families in 
Poland until June 21, 1941, when the German-Soviet war 
broke out. The prisoners from Grazovec were able to remem- 
ber the approximate number and to list most of the names of 
their compatriots with whom they had been kept imprisoned 
until the spring of 1940, confirming beyond a doubt the pres- 
ence of 15,000 Polish prisoners in Russia at that time. The 
“four hundred” from Grazovec were ultimately released as a 
direct result of the re-establishment of Soviet-Polish diplo- 
matic relations in July 1941. These men joined General 
Anders’ Polish army in Russia, reporting that they were from 
the Camps Kozelsk, Ostashkov, and Starobelsk. They de- 
livered the lists of names of the unaccounted-for men who had 
been evacuated from these camps in May 1940 in an unknown 
direction. None of these 15,000 men appeared in the Polish 
units, nor could they be located anywhere. Among the miss- 
ing were 8,300-8,400 officers. 

Every attempt since the spring of 1940 to find these men 
had failed. Polish, British, and American diplomatic efforts to 
do so had been fruitless. They could not have been exchanged 
by the Soviet Government to the Germans because the Polish 
Underground Movement in a search for the missing men had 
thoroughly combed all labor camps, concentration camps, and 
prisoner-of-war camps throughout Germany and German- 
occupied Europe without finding even a trace of them. They 
were obviously not in Poland, where they would have con- 
tacted their families, who were frantically searching for them, 
and where their presence would be immediately known to the 
Underground. The search had been in vain, until the mass 
graves were found in Katyn Forest. All of those missing from 
Camp Kozelsk—one third of the men—were there. 
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The problem is twofold: Who killed the 4,443-4,800 men 
in the Katyn Forest, and what happened to the remaining 
10,000 missing from the Camps Starobelsk and Ostashkov? 

First, who shot the men in the forest and dumped their 
bodies into mass graves? There are but two possibilities. They 
were shot either by German or by Soviet military or police 
units designated for this operation. 

The German record of atrocities during the war ? makes it 
perfectly reasonable to entertain the hypothesis that they 
might have shot these prisoners. 

The official attitude of the German administration toward 
Poles in general was based on a policy directive issued by 
Hitler himself: “There should be one master only for the 
Poles, the Germans. Two masters side by side cannot exist. 
All representatives of the Polish intelligentsia are to be ex- 
terminated. This sounds cruel, but such is the law of life.” ® 
The “German King of Poland,” Hans Frank, who ruled the 
defeated country, got the point. During a special conference 
arranged for German police officials in May 1940, he said that 
the time was ripe to implement Hitler’s order. These are his 
words: 


The [German] offensive in the West began on May 10, 1940. 
On that day the center of interest shifted from the events taking 
place here [Poland]. .. . We must take opportunity in our hands. 

I frankly admit that it will cost the lives of some thousands of 
Poles and these will be taken mainly from leading members of the 
Polish intelligentsia. In these times we, as National Socialists, are 
bound to ensure that no further resistance is offered by the Polish 
people. 

The men capable of leadership whom we have found to exist in 
Poland must be liquidated.‘ 


The result of the conference was German order “Opera- 
tion A-B, liquidation of the Polish leadership.” Through 
Poland rode terror in screaming green police cars. Men were 
jerked from their beds, taken from street cars, from their 
desks and classrooms. Several hours later they were dead. I 
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myself lived in Warsaw during the German occupation, 1939- 
1944, and was captured twice on the streets. Favorable cir- 
cumstances saved me from a street execution. Hundreds of 
thousands were less fortunate. No man who did not live 
through it will understand what it means to be hunted on the 
streets like an animal, for being a Pole or a Jew. 

The officers killed in Katyn and those who disappeared 
comprised the flower of Polish society. Thousands of them 
had been called in 1939 from the reserve. In their civilian oc- 
cupations they were university professors, doctors, scientists, 
artists, high-school teachers—the brain and heart of Poland. 
This the German administration knew. It can be said that the 
climate of official attitudes and actions displayed by the Ger- 
mans with regard to non-combatants, prisoners-of-war, and 
Poles in general was such as to make the execution of the 
Polish officers by Germans plausible. 

What about the policies and attitudes of the Soviet Union? 
What was its record of treatment of Poles in general and 
Polish prisoners-of-war in particular? Was the prevalent sys- 
tem of values and legal norms of the Soviet State between 
1939 and 1943 of such nature as to permit the murders in the 
Katyn Forest? Careful study of the Polish official documents * 
and extensive interviews with the former Polish prisoners-of- 
war who survived Soviet imprisonment justify an unqualified 
yes.° 

The conclusion must be that the policies of the German and 
the Soviet governments with regard to Poles during the period 
from 1939 to 1943 would have permitted either government 
to annihilate over 4,000 Poles in Katyn Forest. The execution- 
ers could have worn either swastikas or red stars on their uni- 
forms. To ascertain the identity of the guilty, all available data 
as presented by the German, Soviet, Polish, and International 
Commissions will be examined.” 

To paraphrase the Polish Report,’ the Soviet charge that 
the Germans are responsible for the Katyn crime is based 
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upon two assertions: First, that the prisoners were working 
in Soviet labor camps in the area near Smolensk from the 
spring of 1940 until July 1941, at which time they were cap- 
tured by the German Army; and, second, that the Germans 
murdered the prisoners in the late summer of 1941, buried 
them in the Katyn graves, and exhumed the bodies in the 
early spring of 1943, when they removed documents which 
might prove them guilty, inserted others and returned the 
bodies to the graves. They then called for an investigation and 
again exhumed the bodies, this time in the presence of the 
International and Polish Red Cross Commissions. 

Regarding the first assumption of the Soviet accusation, if 
the German armies had captured the prisoners in July 1941, 
why did the Soviet authorities not tell this to the Polish, 
American, and British officials, who were searching so in- 
tensively for the missing men? Nothing would have been sim- 
pler than to say, ““We had these men, but the Germans cap- 
tured them.” It would have automatically discharged their 
responsibility for 15,000 men. From July 1941, when Polish- 
Soviet diplomatic relations were re-established, to April 1943, 
the Soviet Government “did not know” what had happened 
to the missing men, but at the time of the discovery of the 
graves it stated that the prisoners had been captured by the 
Germans. 

It does appear likely that, had the Germans captured these 
men, the presence of 15,000 prisoners-of-war of Polish origin 
would have been reported by the German authorities to the 
International Red Cross, as was the case with thousands of 
other Polish officers and men held in German prisoner-of-war 
camps. Keeping these men alive from July until September 
1941 certainly would have attracted the attention of the 
Polish Underground Movement which had its operatives cov- 
ering the entire territory seized by the Germans. The Under- 
ground was looking for these men. It would have been im- 
possible to hide over 15,000 men from the determined search 
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of such an efficient underground organization as the Poles had 
during the Second World War. It would appear that the 
Soviet Government had refrained from saying “the Germans 
captured your men,” because this could have been verified or 
refuted in a matter of hours. 

There is no doubt that the N.K.V.D. had comprehensive 
documentation of the maintenance of the prisoners. The trans- 
portation, feeding, supervising of over 15,000 men and the 
results of their purported road-building would have left some 
records. According to the Soviet Report the prisoners worked 
near Smolensk under Soviet supervision from April 1940 un- 
til July 1941, when they were captured by the German Army. 
If so, why was the evidence of their maintenance not pre- 
sented to the Poles as proof that the men were still alive after 
May 1940? Reliable documents of this nature would have 
refuted the assertions of the International Commission, Polish 
Red Cross Commission, and the German Commission—all of 
which maintained that the prisoners were killed in the spring 
of 1940—and could have been included in the Soviet Report. 

The Soviet Report presented some local peasants as “‘wit- 
nesses” who testified that the Poles were alive when the Ger- 
mans came. Some of them had testified first on behalf of the 
Germans, then on behalf of the Soviet Commission, pivoting 
toward the source of power wielded over their lives. The 
available data are sufficient for drawing conclusions without 
relying on frightened witnesses who very likely were intimi- 
dated by their interrogators. 

Moreover, the Soviet Commission undermined the serious- 
ness of its own report by appearing to resort to deliberate at- 
tempts to confuse. The Commission maintained that the Poles 
were captured by Germans in three camps around Smolensk. 
It is true that there were three camps around Smolensk in 
which Polish privates and noncommissioned officers worked 
on the adjacent roads. But these men were withdrawn from 
the camps about nine months prior to German invasion. What 
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is even more important, these positively were not the men 
from Camp Kozelsk whose bodies were found in the Katyn 
graves. 

The second assertion of the Soviet Government was that 
the Germans captured the prisoners, shot them, buried the 
bodies, then exhumed them, removed some documents, in- 
serted others, reinterred the bodies, and then called for an 
investigation. 

The Soviet Report gives the impression that change of con- 
trol over the 15,000 prisoners could have been easily accom- 
plished. Anyone who remembers the ferocity with which the 
Soviet and German armies fought will realize that such a situ- 
ation was highly improbable. 

Or why did the Russians not evacuate the prisoners, even 
on foot, which would seem to be the logical procedure when 
conditions are controllable? And if they were not “controlla- 
ble” why did none of the prisoners escape? Here were over 
15,000 men, the majority combat-proven, many of them cadet 
officers, young and confident, who might be expected to take 
advantage of a situation in which they were not controlled. 
None of the 15,000 prisoners from the camps Kozelsk, Os- 
tashkov, and Starobelsk ever appeared on either side of the 
Soviet-German front, except for the 448 men transferred to 
Grazovec and 4,443-4,800 found in Katyn. 

All who saw the corpses during the investigations made 
under both German and Soviet auspices noticed that the over- 
whelming majority of the dead were dressed in heavy winter 
coats with all the buttons fastened. According to the Soviet 
version, the German authorities captured the prisoners in 
July and killed them in or around August-September. 

The isotherm map of Eastern Europe shows that the aver- 
age temperature at that time around Smolensk, which includes 
the Katyn area, “is 65° Fahrenheit, i.e., the same as on the 
southern shores of the [English] Channel where at that time 
of the year the bathing season is at its height.” ® The fact that 
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the bodies were dressed in winter clothing was noticed by all 
present at the excavations.?° 

An American correspondent, who upon the invitation of 
the Soviet authorities spent several hours in Katyn during the 
Soviet investigation, says: 


When the correspondents were permitted to put questions, one 
asked, why, if the slaughter had been in August or September, 
many of the corpses wore fur-lined coats. The Russians said that 
fall nights were cold in Smolensk and the prisoners probably had 
no other outer garments. Russian censorship permitted the corre- 
spondents to cable this searching question and its none-too-convinc- 
ing reply.?! 


The Soviet Commission, basing its findings presumably on 
witnesses’ testimonies, set the dates of murder as “autumn,” 
“August and September,” “up to September inclusive,” “after 
June.” The Soviet medical experts left more room for guessing 
by stating the date as “June-December.” This implied, con- 
trary to the rest of the content of the report, that the men 
could have been killed during the winter. Actually this move 
provided further discrepancy within the Soviet Report. Ulu- 
mately, the Soviet prosecution at the Nuremberg trial set the 
date in the indictment at “September.” 

The Polish Report noted that with regard to the establish- 
ment of the season of the year in which the murders were 
committed, German, International and Polish teams main- 
tained unanimously that they occurred in the early spring, 
while the Russians, leaving some room for interpretation, 
claimed that they occurred in late summer or early autumn. 
Members of the teams who placed the murders in the early 
spring call attention to the fact that no bugs or insects were 
found in the graves when opened. Had the killing taken place 
in the relatively warm part of the year, the presence of dead 
bugs or insects in the graves would have been unavoidable. 

Another very important observation made by those visiting 
the graves was the state of preservation of the officers’ boots. 


} 
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They were in excellent condition. They showed little evi- 
dence of wear—even the “heels were not worn down.” A pe- 
culiar cultural value existed in the Polish officer corps prior 
to and during the Second World War. High boots were a 
prestige and status symbol. Only officers and cadets were 
eligible to wear the hand-made, exquisitely-finished, high 
boots. Such boots were extremely light and graceful in de- 
sign, made from the softest leather brought to perfect luster 
by hours of tedious polishing. They did not have much 
utilitarian value as combat boots, but it was “in style” in the 
Polish officer corps to wear them. 

Shod in these boots, the Polish officers went forth to fight 
their short campaign. In these boots they were captured, and 
in these boots they were held in the three Soviet camps, where 
their freedom of movement was very limited, until April 1940. 
Then, according to the Soviet Report, they were employed in 
road-building from April 1940 until July 1941. These boots 
would not last through three months of Russian mud, to say 
nothing of sixteen months on a construction gang. This argu- 
ment, however, could be questioned because many of the men 
wore wooden clogs attached to their boots. Perhaps the boots 
were in good condition because the clogs protected them? 
The question is important enough to be examined more 
closely. 

Wooden clogs have been known to prisoners of the First 
and Second World Wars as a device for protecting the leather 
of the soles (an extremely hard-to-get material in European 
prisoner-of-war camps), but, above all, for the protection 
they provided from the chill of the ground during the winter, 
particularly when the men had to muster twice a day, morn- 
ing and evening, for the official counting. This procedure took 
some time (from half an hour to two hours). To protect 
themselves against the penetrating frost during the winter 
months, the prisoners would attach wooden clogs to their 
boots. The very fact that clogs were found in the graves pro- 
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vides an additional argument that the prisoners were killed 
when the weather was cold. Nevertheless, whether the prison- 
ers could have worked for sixteen months on construction 
gangs while protecting their boots with clogs, seems very 
doubtful. These self-made, primitively-hewn, flat pieces of 
wood were attached crudely to the boots by pieces of string, 
wire, cloth, or whatever material was at hand. One could 
stand on them, move carefully and slowly around, but to 
work on road construction in snow and mud with clogs at- 
tached would be virtually impossible, unless a man was bent 
on breaking his legs or neck. Finally, the majority of the men 
in the graves did not wear the clogs. Their shoes also were in 
excellent condition. 

The Soviet Commission maintains that the Germans ex- 
humed all the bodies in the early spring of 1943, then re- 
moved all the documents which could compromise them and 
inserted those which by implication would incriminate the 
Soviet Union. The International, Polish, and German Com- 
missions have commented that the layers of bodies were fused 
by a sticky acid produced through the process of decomposi- 
tion and that this acid, together with the decomposition of the 
bodies and their weight, left distinct mutual impressions upon 
the compressed bodies. Any movement of the bodies prior to 
the exhumation performed by the three commissions would 
definitely have ruined these impressions and would have left 
traces of such movement. Also, all the buttons on the under- 
wear and outer garments were fastened, and the order of the 
pockets did not reveal any traces of previous search of the 
corpses at the time of the investigation by the three commis- 
sions. 

The members of the Polish Red Cross team actually took 
part in the work of exhuming the bodies. They volunteered 
for this gruesome task for the very purpose of ascertaining 
beyond doubt whether the bodies had been previously han- 
dled at any time except immediately after death. They unani- 
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mously maintained the bodies had not been touched. The 
possibility that the Germans inserted fabricated documents 
after the bodies were exhumed can be precluded. This was out 
of the question because the bodies for autopsies were taken 
from the graves at random. When the members of the Inter- 
national Commission were performing autopsies they pointed 
to a corpse in the grave, and the cadaver would be lifted out 
and placed on the table for the examination. Dr. Naville, a Swiss 
citizen with over thirty years of experience in forensic medi- 
cine at the time of his membership in the International Com- 
mission, testified that he and his colleagues had complete 
freedom in the selection and search of the bodies. He himself 
removed some documents and a Russian-made box of matches 
from a corpse. Dr. Palmieri, from Italy, also testified that he 
had complete freedom in the investigation.’? 

There is another problem. If it is assumed that the Germans 
did kill the prisoners in the autumn of 1941, would it be possi- 
ble for them to know in the spring of 1943 (the date when 
they supposedly placed false documents in the clothing of 
the bodies) what papers had been distributed in the Soviet 
camp of Kozelsk in the spring of 1940? From whom could 
they obtain such papers, as for example, the Soviet propa- 
ganda daily distributed in Kozelsk? Such papers were found 
on the bodies; it seems unlikely that they could have been 
placed there by the Germans. 

An editor of a Polish source points out a significant circum- 
stance which diminishes the probability of German guilt: 


The Germans would not take the risk of announcing that the 
murder was committed in the spring of 1940 (if they killed them 
in 1941), as 15,000 families could have letters written after the 
spring of 1940 up to June 22, 1941—one such letter could offset the 
whole German accusation. But nobody . . . received . . . a letter 
after the spring of 1940.18 


One eyewitness reported that during the first investigation 
he was permitted to wander among the graves and the ex- 
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humed corpses and to pick up all scraps of paper in a search 
for dates. He said he found nothing dated later than April 
1940.14 

The prisoners who were sent to Grazovec were permitted 
to send and receive mail until the outbreak of the Soviet- 
German war, while mail from the other Poles in Kozelsk, 
Ostashkov, and Starobelsk ceased in the spring of 1940, and 
letters from their families were returned by the Soviet Post 
Office after that time. When the families, disturbed by their 
inability to contact their loved ones, wrote directly to the 
Soviet authorities (there was even a letter written to Stalin), 
the answer was either, “he was transferred to an unknown 
camp,” or something to the effect that “his whereabouts are 
unknown.” 35 

If the results of exhumation attested by the three commis- 
sions (International, Polish, and German) are accepted, the 
conclusion follows that the bodies had been in the graves 
about three years, which would establish the date of the 
murders as the early spring of 1940. Other circumstantial evi- 
dence supports this conclusion. 

In the voluminous material—thousands of documents, about 
3,300 personal letters, post-cards,"* and identification papers— 
collected by the three commissions, the latest date found was 
May 6, 1940. The most important documentary evidence was 
the diaries written by the murdered men. These diaries will be 
used later in reconstructing details of the fate of the prisoners, 
for it should be recalled here that the diaries were investi- 
gated at the graves by the members of the Polish Under- 
ground Movement, and copies were sent to the Polish Gov- 
ernment-in-Exile in London. The originals were also subjected 
to very close analytical scrutiny by the Polish staff of the 
Polish Red Cross, when the materials were deposited in 
Krakow. Finally, since pictures and copies of them were pre- 
served, the content was authenticated by those surviving 
prisoners who were transferred from Kozelsk to Grazovec. 
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Those men, referred to in the Polish Report, not only con- 
firmed that the diaries were written by the hands of their 
friends with whom they were imprisoned, but that accurate 
accounts were given of the details of everyday life and of the 
names mentioned by the writers. 

All of the diaries end in April 1940. Surely if the authors 
were alive until the autumn of 1941 they would have written 
something during the intervening sixteen months. The diaries 
deal with the everyday drudgery of internment, so it might 
be supposed that the writers would not fail to mention such 
great events as the outbreak of the Soviet-German war and 
the arrival of the German troops. (The Soviet Government 
maintains that they were captured in July 1941 by the Ger- 
man armies.) 

Against this mass of evidence stands the statement of the 
Soviet Report that nine documents (no content cited) were 
found on the bodies (these bodies having already been searched 
during the investigations by the three commissions) showing 
dates later than May 1940. On this basis the Report refutes 
the conclusions of the three commissions that the massacre 
was in April or the beginning of May 1940. 

The Polish Report questions the reliability of these nine 
documents. It points out that “all of them had either been 
issued by the Soviet authorities or had passed through their 
hands, and they concerned either completely unknown people 
or individuals who were known not to have been in the 
Kozelsk camp.” 17 

Three of these documents were letters; all had been written 
after April 1940, and had been mailed from Poland. (The 
Soviet Medical Commission, when showing the bodies to the 
foreign correspondents and Miss Harriman, had them already 
prepared on the tables. This was not the procedure with the 
foreign representatives during the investigation under the 
German auspices. There, the men could roam freely among 
the graves, pick a body for investigation at the very moment 
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the grave was opened. Because this procedure was not used 
during the Soviet investigation, insertion of documents at the 
second exhumation was possible.) 

In one instance the Soviet Commission reported finding “an 
unmailed postcard in the Polish language addressed Warsaw, 
Bagatelia [Bagatela] 15, apartment 47, to Irene Kuczinska, 
and dated June 1941. The sender is Stanistaw Kuczinski.” *® 
Stanistaw Kuczynski indeed was a Polish soldier, but he was 
never interned in Kozelsk Camp, as were the rest of the 
murdered men. He was removed by the N.K.V.D. from 
Camp Starobelsk in 1939, and nobody has heard from him 
since.’® 

There are, however, five points of paramount importance 
which the Soviet Commission does not even mention.” First 
there were the trees. The young spruce were planted on the 
graves intentionally. They were younger and smaller than the 
other trees around them. They stood out so distinctly that 
the members of the three commissions soon learned to discern 
the locations of the graves by merely looking at the height of 
the trees. Wherever they saw small trees of the same height 
grouped together against a background of older forest, they 
looked for the bodies under them—successfully.”* 

A microscopic analysis of these spruce trees established that 
they were five years old at the time of the investigation 
(1943); but the arrangement of rings, when the trunks were 
cross-sectioned, indicated that they had been planted on the 
graves three years before. This points to the spring of 1940.7? 
At that time the Soviet Government had complete jurisdiction 
and control over the area. 

When the German Commission announced the result of the 
microscopic analysis of the trees, and the Poles and members 
of the International Commission verified it, this evidence be- 
came indestructible. The argument could not be evaded or 
refuted by political maneuvering. Even Mr. Churchill reacted 
to it with unusual intensity by sending a personal message: 
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“Prime Minister to Foreign Secretary: I think Sir Owen 
O’Malley should be asked very secretly to express his opinion 
on the Katyn Wood Inquiry. How does the argument about 
the length of time the birch [?] trees had grown over the 
graves fit in with this new tale? Did anybody look at the 
birch trees?” 22 Hundreds of men had looked at the trees, and 
it was evident that they were younger and different in height 
than the rest of the trees around. The Soviet Commission 
omits this problem entirely. 

A second point of equal importance is this. The bodies of 
the men in the graves in many instances were bunched to- 
gether in the same order they left Camp Kozelsk in the spring 
of 1940.74 The men left Kozelsk in about twenty separate 
transports. In each of the transports there were from 50 to 344 
men. (The largest, convoy number 13, departed April 20, 
1940.) The officers remaining in the camp made an exact list 
of their friends’ departure, noting the dates and the number 
of men in each of the transports. Some of these lists survived 
and were supplemented by the prisoners from Kozelsk who 
were sent by the Soviets to Camp Grazovec, arid ultimately 
joined General Anders’ army. In some of the diaries recovered 
from the graves were listed the names of those locked in the 
same freight car during the transport. They were found 
grouped together in the graves.” 

The Polish Report reasons from this evidence that if the 
officers were employed for over one year subsequent to their 
departure from Kozelsk, it would be improbable that they 
would be grouped in the graves in the same order in which 
they departed. Accepting the Soviet thesis that the men, fol- 
lowing their removal from Kozelsk, were placed in three 
camps, worked in teams on the roads, then underwent the 
Soviet withdrawal and capture by the German armies, it seems 
doubtful that during all these times no reshuffling or regroup- 
ing of the men would take place.”* 

The Polish argument could be further strengthened here 
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by using a sociological analysis. The men were captured in 
the fall of 1939 and departed from Kozelsk in the spring of 
1940. That means they had about six months of time to de- 
velop a network of informal affiliations and loyalties. On the 
basis of Polish cultural values the officers probably would 
form traditional groups—the cavalrymen would be together, 
and the young Polish equivalent of “West-Pointers” would 
do the same, as in fact they did in German prisoner-of-war 
camps. When assembling the transports from Kozelsk, the 
Soviet authorities gathered the men at random. There was no 
pattern in their choice of members of the convoys. It is safe 
to assume that if they had been alive for the next year, the 
men would have reshuffled themselves according to their 
personal bonds and loyalties, particularly after the German 
capture. Yet, the bodies as a rule were in the same randomly 
assembled groups (layer upon layer in the graves) as they 
were when departing from Kozelsk. 

It might be appropriate also to mention here that in grave 
number eight there were approximately 200 bodies dressed 
differently from the rest of the officers. The men in this grave 
did not wear either overcoats, sweaters or warm underwear, 
as the remaining men did. The German, International and 
Polish Red Cross Commissions duly noted this fact, but were 
unable to establish the reason. Painstaking research by Polish 
authorities provided an explanation. One of the last convoys 
left Kozelsk in the beginning of May. The weather had 
changed abruptly, becoming very warm, the “sun beating 
down.” The men dressed themselves lightly, because they had 
to march from the camp to the nearest railway station on foot. 

In the very last party which left Kozelsk there were the 
approximately ninety-five men who went to Pavelishtchev- 
Bor and subsequently to Grazovec. Some of these survivors 
are living today in England. They testified and, as has been 
mentioned, submitted lists of the departing men. Their in- 
formation about the names and number of lightly-clothed 
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men departing in May from Kozelsk tallies with the finding 
of the same number of bodies correspondingly dressed in 
grave number eight, and explains why the men were dressed 
differently. In addition, Soviet camp daily papers from Kozelsk 
dated May 1940 *7 were found on these bodies. 

The Soviet Report is silent on this subject. It also takes no 
note of the fact that the rope so meticulously cut into pieces 
of the same length, with which the hands of the younger 
victims were tied, was beyond doubt of Russian origin.?® Nor 
was anything said about the wounds made on the bodies with 
four-cornered bayonets, which were used only by the Rus- 
sians in 1940.9 

It must not be forgotten that the Soviet Government 
blocked the offer of the International Red Cross to investi- 
gate the Katyn matter. (It may be recalled that the Inter- 
national Red Cross had stipulated that it would investigate 
only if all interested parties requested it to do so.) The Ger- 
mans not only were willing to invite the International Red 
Cross but promised every assistance. The Soviet Government 
did not ask for an investigation by the International Red Cross 
when Katyn was in possession of the Germans, nor did it 
invite that organization when the Soviet Commission started 
its own investigation. As a matter of fact, the Soviet Govern- 
ment did not invite any doctors or experts from the Allied 
countries. It even barred the Polish communists from partici- 
pation.*° 

The preceding evidence is supported by results of the 
autopsies. The members of the International Commission, on 
the basis of microscopic analysis and evaluation of the degree 
of saponification of the brains, established that the bodies must 
have been in the graves for a minimum of three years, which 
again points to the date of the murders as spring of 1940. 
Such recognized medical authorities as Dr. Orsos (at that 
time from Hungary), Dr. Palmieri (Italy), and Dr. Miloslavich 
(presently residing in the United States) agreed on this point 
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during the investigation in 1943, and publicly confirmed 
their views in 1952.8! It also should be mentioned that the 
German authorities apparently attempted to preserve the 
evidence,®? which suggests that they did not fear investigation. 

It has been argued that the very manner of shooting the 
prisoners indicates that Soviet authorities committed the 
crime. This argument does not appear valid. On March 24, 
1944, in the Ardeatine caves near Rome the German execu- 
tioners shot over 300 Italians,* in a manner resembling that 
used in the Katyn Forest. 

The last factor to be considered in an analysis of the evi- 
dence is the number of bodies reported by the Soviet and 
German Commissions. This is an exceedingly difficult subject 
due to the fact that each party involved—German, Soviet, 
and Polish authorities—juggled the numbers to prove their 
point. 

The German Report admits that the number of bodies 
actually exhumed was 4,143, but nevertheless talks about 
10,000 to 12,000 murdered in the Katyn Forest.** This num- 
ber, larger than the number of bodies actually discovered, was 
claimed in order to be consistent with the original German 
propaganda estimate made prior to the exhumations. This 
original estimate of “10,000 to 12,000” had been based on 
German knowledge that the Poles were looking for well over 
10,000 missing prisoners. 

The Soviet Commission, although it exhumed only 925 
bodies, set the number at 11,000. The Soviet Commission’s 
aim was to discharge in this way the responsibility for addi- 
tional thousands of prisoners from the Camps Ostashkov and 
Starobelsk, who, in fact, did not seem to be buried in Katyn 
graves.*® 

The Poles aimed at an adjustment which would bring the 
numbers of those interned in Camp Kozelsk and those found 
in the graves into agreement.** 

By reconciling all available data, however, it can be safely 
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assumed that the total number of Polish prisoners murdered 
in the Katyn Forest was between 4,443 and 4,800. In the light 
of all assembled data *" it would appear that the charge, “In 
September 1941, 11,000 Polish officers who were prisoners-of- 
war were killed in the Katyn Forest near Smolensk,” ** taken 
from the indictment of the Nuremberg trial of 1946, was 
seriously at fault. 

In this sentence four misstatements were submitted by the 
Soviet prosecution: 

(1) That the men were murdered in the month of Sep- 
tember. (The preceding review of the evidence points 
clearly to April or May.) 

(2) That they were murdered in 1941. (The evidence 
points to 1940—when the territory of Katyn was solely 
under the Soviet control.) 

(3) That 11,000 bodies were found in the Katyn Forest. 
(The number must lie between 4,443 and 4,800.) 

(4) That the victims were all officers. (The bodies of non- 
commissioned officers and privates were also found.) 

The Soviet prosecution was in possession of facts which 
refuted their charges as summarized above at the time they 
made the charges. 

Finally, the German leaders should not be accused of this 
crime. They could have committed the Katyn Massacre, but 
they did not do it. 

The Katyn Massacre was perpetrated by Soviet Security 
Police (N.K.V.D.) and under the auspices of the Soviet Gov- 
ernment. In the following chapters the circumstances of the 
murder will be reconstructed in detail. 


NOTES TO CHAPTER VI 


1. “Memorandum Concerning the Polish Prisoners of War from 
Starobelsk, Kozelsk and Ostashkov, Who Did Not Return.” Dated 
Moscow February 2, 1942. Submitted on the same day to N.K.V.D. 
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General Raikhman by the “Commissioner for the Affairs of Former 
Prisoners of War in the USSR, Captain of the Cavalry, Jozef Czap- 
ski.” English translation. Hearings, part 5, pp. 1238-1240. Among the 
several official sources printed under the auspices of the Polish Gov- 
ernment-in-Exile which give the number of prisoners in the three 
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graves. This precluded any possibility of their subsequent manipula- 
tion in order to tailor the figures, particularly those from Camp 
Kozelsk, to the number found in the graves in order to make the 
Polish case stronger. Two, there are some inconsistencies in the data 
provided by Polish official sources, particularly with regard to num- 
ber of prisoners in Kozelsk. Compare Czapski, loc. cit., with Polish 
Report, pp. 21, 22, 77, 78, 103, 332; also pp. 133, 324; also compare 
with Zbrodnia Katyzska w Swietle Dokumentéw (The Katyn crime 
in light of documents). Z przedmowa Whadystawa Andersa. 2-gie 
wydanie. Gryf, 1950, pp. 25-28; also see Hearings, part 6, Exhibit 32, 
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Kozelsk submitted by official Polish sources present discrepancies, 
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pp. 1238, 1240 concerning the number in Camp Ostashkov.) Some 
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data. 

Partially reconstructed lists of the names of prisoners who were 
kept in the Camps Kozelsk, Ostashkov, and Starobelsk until the spring 
of 1940 are printed in Adam Moszyrski, Lista Katyzska. Jency 
Obozéw Kozielsk, Starobielsk, Ostaszkéw, Zaginieni w Rosji So- 
wieckiej (The roll of Katyn. The prisoners of Camps Kozelsk, 
Starobelsk, Ostashkov who disappeared in the Soviet Union) (Lon- 
don: Gryf, 1949), pp. 1-317. 

2. A first-hand report of the mass murder of Jewish children, 
women, and men committed on Russian territory in a manner re- 
sembling that of the Poles in Katyn Forest is included in Robert H. 
Jackson, The Nuremberg Case (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1947), 
pp- 58-62 and especially note 45, pp. 169-170; for the burning of six 
hundred women and children in the church at Oradour-Sur-Glane, 
see The Royal Institute of International Affairs. Survey of Interna- 
tional Affairs, 1939-1946. Hitler’s Europe, edited by Arnold M. Toyn- 
bee and Veronica M. Toynbee (London, New York, Toronto: Ox- 
ford University Press, 1954), p. 424; for the murdering of Soviet 
civilians, see Pravda, March 13, 1943, p. 3 (Mass murders at Don and 
Rostov, pictures included); also V. Molotov, The Molotov Paper on 
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Nazi Atrocities (New York: The American Council on Soviet Rela- 
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sult 1.M.T., XXIV, 463; U.S. Office of Chief Counsel for Prosecution 
of Axis Criminality. Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression. Supplement B 
(Washington: Government Printing Office, 1947), p. 1322; Paul 
Brickhill, The Great Escape. (New York: W. W. Norton and Co., 
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3. L.M.T., XIV, Doc. U.S.S.R.-172, 513. 
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Polish Ambassador to the Soviet Union, Listy z Rosji do Gen. Si- 
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Polski, 1956), pp. 79-525; Zbrodnia Katynska w Swietle Dokumen- 
tow, particularly chapter XII, concerning the evacuation of Polish 
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(Note of the Soviet Government to the Government of the U.S.; 
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21. Deposition made by a member of the Polish delegation to 
Katyn. Hearings, part 6, Exhibit 32, p. 1809. 

22. German Report, p. 59; Hearings, part 5, p. 1320. 
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Reconstruction: 
To the Edge of the Graves 


Ir WAs MENTIONED earlier that, although thousands of the 
prisoners from the camps Kozelsk, Ostashkov, and Starobelsk 
disappeared, about 448 of them—from all three camps—were 
found. Why and how they were selected by the Soviet au- 
thorities to be spared will be discussed in the next chapter. As 
the result of the re-establishment of Polish-Soviet relations in 
July 1941, these prisoners were released from Camp Grazo- 
vec, in which they had ultimately been assembled. 

Many of these men were approached and interviewed by 
General Anders’ special office, and after they were evacuated 
from the Soviet Union, also by the Polish authorities in exile. 
Those who subsequently lived in England, France, and the 
United States in 1951 were also questioned by the investigat- 
ing committee of the United States Congress. The assembled 
information supplied by them makes it possible to reconstruct 
in detail the life of the Polish prisoners in the Soviet camps. 
Many of these survivors were the very last to leave the camps, 
So it is possible to learn from them the manner in which 
prisoners had departed from the camps. From the diaries of 
the men from Kozelsk, the conditions of their travel and the 
manner of arrival at the site of their slaughter can be learned. 
Gruesome as these details are, they shed light on the possible 
motives of the executioners. 
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Immediately after capture (autumn 1939), 250,000 Polish 
prisoners were assembled in about 138 camps, some on newly 
Soviet-occupied Polish territory, some in the Soviet Union. 
Ultimately, transfers were arranged by the authorities, and 
the officers were placed in two camps—Kozelsk and Starobelsk. 
After each prisoner was interviewed and investigated, the 
members of the Polish intelligence service, military police, 
border guards, and even local policemen captured on Soviet- 
occupied territory were separated from the rest and confined 
in Camp Ostashkov. In all three camps, but particularly in the 
latter, noncommissioned officers and privates were among the 
prisoners. 

This study is concerned only with the men who were held 
in these three camps from November 1939 until May 1940, 
because they were the ones murdered. As will be explained 
below, there were Polish prisoners in these camps before and 
after this period, but we are interested only in those who 
were assembled there for these six months and then evacuated 
in a direction unknown to them. 

Life in the three camps was more or less the same. Food 
was meager, but enough to sustain a man. Some consideration 
was given to the higher ranks: they had more room allotted 
and, in some instances, generals had their own batmen who 
volunteered from the Polish ranks. In certain areas, such as 
management of the camp kitchens, self-government was en- 
couraged by the Soviet authorities. However, when a real 
leader emerged, who raised the general state of morale, he 
was arrested and kept incommunicado. (Major Zalewski was 
arrested for these reasons on the night of December 22, 1939, 
in Camp Starobelsk.) 

A representative of the State Jewelry Trust visited the 
camps, buying the prisoners’ jewelry and fountain pens. Wrist 
watches commanded a good price, pocket watches much less. 
Any fountain pen, regardless of its make, brought twenty 
rubles. With money gained from these sales the prisoners could 
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buy additional food from a traveling camp-store. Many offi- 
cers, although hard pressed, refused for sentimental reasons 
to part with personal objects. Frequently the officers would 
pool their rubles, make purchases and divide the goods among 
their roommates whether they had contributed to the pool or 
not. 

In some instances the younger and healthier men were 
called upon to perform some work for the benefit of the 
camp, such as shoveling snow, or hauling foodstuffs. As a 
rule the officers from the rank of major up were not com- 
pelled to work. 

Religious services had to be held surreptitiously, as did any 
kind of discussion having the slightest political implication. 
Still, morale was rather high, although it fluctuated with the 
kind of rumors which, as inevitable in such situations, swept 
the camps from time to time. The underlying hope was that 
the Allies would not forget them and somehow would do 
something to prevent them from rotting behind the barbed 
wires of Soviet camps. 

In several respects, however, life in these three camps dif- 
fered from that in prisoner-of-war camps in any other country 
at that time: the camp administration and the guards were 
the dreaded N.K.V.D. security police and not army units; 
all the men were very thoroughly interrogated over and over 
again by the N.K.V.D. officers; a well-planned and co-ordi- 
nated indoctrination was carried out in all three camps with 
the aim of converting the officers and men into communists. 

The indoctrination, as a whole, failed. The Poles with their 
values—strong sense of duty toward country, “officers’ honor,” 
and esprit de corps —not only did not take the bait, but their 
cohesion, when attacked from without, initially strengthened. 
Rank-imposed duties and obligations were maintained, as was 
the discipline. The social and army structure not only did not 
break down but was more strongly cemented. The Poles not 
only refused to embrace the communistic doctrine overtly, 
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but also refused to do so in private when, confronted only 
by the interrogators, they were free from the possible pres- 
sures of their colleagues. They talked about “honor,” “inde- 
pendent Poland,” and “principles of the West.” They were 
proud to have been the first to say “no” to Hitler; they were 
proud that Warsaw, like a castle in the Middle Ages, fought 
for about two weeks after the whole Polish territory was 
overrun by German and Soviet armies. By March 1940 the 
interrogations of officers and ranks were completed. The 
Poles could not be ideologically indoctrinated, but the 
N.K.V.D. decided that 448 could probably be used. 

In the first week of April, the Soviet administrations in all 
three camps, by innuendoes, implications, a word dropped 
here and there, started a rumor. The prisoners were being re- 
turned to Poland! The rumor spread. Excitement rose. They 
were going home! 

It should be remembered that this was the period of Ger- 
man-Soviet co-operation. The prisoners assumed that they 
would be able to return to their homes either in the Soviet- or 
the German-occupied zone of Poland. Here and there a cau- 
tious word was dropped privately by an N.K.V.D. officer, 
“You are going toward home”; “to the West.”? In fact 
Katyn Forest lay west of the Kozelsk camp. Some men in 
Kozelsk were uneasy, and felt a kind of psychic discomfort 
about leaving the camp. They were overridden by the en- 
thusiasm of the rest of the men. They were going home, the 
N.K.V.D. said so. 

Immediately following the circulation of the rumors, the 
first lists of those to depart were announced. Early in the 
morning an N.K.V.D. man went through the buildings oc- 
cupied by prisoners, reading names. The men immediately as- 
sembled and returned to the administration any kind of equip- 
ment given them by the camp authorities. Then they were 
taken to another building where their Possessions were care- 
fully checked. From that time they were not allowed to com- 
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municate with the remaining fellow-prisoners. Thereafter 
they were transferred in closed trucks to the nearest railway 
station. As in the case of one of the transports from Kozelsk, 
the men were marched eight miles to the nearest railway sta- 
tion under close guard by the N.K.V.D. men, equipped with 
firearms and dogs. Some officers, observing the guards’ rough 
behavior and thé dogs, had second thoughts about their des- 
tination. If they were going home, were such security pre- 
cautions necessary? 

The generals were removed in the earliest groups. By virtue 
of their rank and prestige, they were the mainstays of the 
formal and informal social structure of the camps. When the 
generals were leaving Kozelsk, the officers assembled into a 
long “guard of honor” in two rows facing each other. The 
generals passed between the cheering and exuberant lines of 
officers. As one of the survivors reported, the N.K.V.D. men 
also gave them a “real ovation.” The placating and hospitable 
attitude of the camp administration went so far as the prepara- 
tion for the departing men of an especially good meal. For 
the trip, they also were given bread and three herrings each, 
all wrapped in white paper. In terms of conditions at the 
camps, white paper was a luxury as unobtainable as champagne 
would be at Sing Sing. Nothing was too good for the depart- 
ing men, so long as the remaining officers watched and so long 
as they were within the compound. At Starobelsk a military 
band played cheerful farewell tunes. But the moment they 
were outside the gates, treatment aimed at security and pre- 
venting escape began. The N.K.V.D. stopped cheering. 

The prisoners left the camps in groups of 50 to 360 men. 
Those remaining tried to perceive the basis on which the de- 
parting had been chosen. But there was no distinguishable 
pattern. Aside from the fact that the generals left in one of the 
first groups, age, rank, professions, and regimental affiliations 
were mixed, and assembly was completely unpredictable. It 
was obvious that the names were picked at random, except 
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for one thing: the officers with traits of good aptitude for 
leadership were removed in the first groups. For example, 
Captain Bychowiec, a fine infantry leader, proven in battle 
against German forces, was removed from Camp Kozelsk in 
the first departing group. (Captain Bychowiec was found in 
the Katyn graves, body number 4106.) Even brothers were 
separated: the Machleyds and Jaroszynskis at Camp Starobelsk, 
for example. Only in one case was an exception made; a son 
and his father pleaded to be sent “home together.” Their wish 
was granted by the camp’s administration and they were al- 
lowed to leave together. At Starobelsk, when officers tried to 
change their group assignment, they were told, “All of you 
will meet soon.” ® 

It has been possible to reconstruct partially the order in 
which the groups departed from these camps. Such a list, 
giving the dates of the groups departing from Kozelsk, the 
approximate number of officers in each group, and their 
names, is available.* 

The men from Kozelsk left during April, as was the case 
in the other two camps. Those omitted from the early morn- 
ing calls for departure became gloomy and restive. They felt 
that they were being left out, and shared their frustrations 
with each other. In their casual contacts with camp officials 
they expressed their disappointment. Some of the camp offi- 
cials, when approached without witnesses, were consoling, 
and in Starobelsk one of the N.K.V.D. men said to a com- 
plaining prisoner: “I can only tell you that you are the lucky 
ones.” At Kozelsk, after more than 3,500 prisoners already 
had left, a young cadet was departing with a small group. He 
was approached by an officer of N.K.V.D., who said, “Well, 
you had good luck.” * A prisoner was cheered by the camp 
doctor at Kozelsk, a rather kind and compassionate woman, 
“You are lucky you were not removed from the camp.” ° 
All these statements added to the confusion. 

These comments did not make much sense to the prisoners 
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even when they found themselves in a separate assembly point 
to which they were brought from all three camps. At that 
time they pooled these comments. At the same time they 
realized that they were unable to re-establish contact with 
their friends from the camps, who had departed in other 
groups. 

Evidence exists which makes it possible to reconstruct 
events of the journey to the Katyn Forest. A distinguished 
professor of economics, a reserve officer called to duty in 
September 1939, was one of the prisoners in Kozelsk. He was 
included in one of the groups departing for “home” and 
reached the railway station Gnezdovo, a mile and three- 
quarters from the Katyn graves, where the prisoners were 
transferred from the train to trucks. At this spot he was taken 
from the train by the N.K.V.D. and sent to Smolensk prison. 
His story is fantastic and ended happily for him. He was 
ultimately released from a hard labor camp and evacuated 
from the Soviet Union. At the time this book was published 
(1962) he was residing in London. From him, we have the 
following account of what happened after the men arrived 
at the station near Kozelsk. (He was kind enough to read this 
manuscript and to verify the details.) 


The convoy was composed of five (perhaps six) prison trucks 
[railway carriages]... . We calculated that there were about 300 
of us. We were put into separate compartments. In my compart- 
ment were fourteen people... . 

We left Kozielsk [Polish spelling] in the late evening. ... At 
sunrise we were at Smolensk. We stood there for a few minutes 
only, then the train moved on in a northwesterly direction. It was 
a bright, sunny day. From the shadows of the telegraph poles we 
realized that we were traveling northwest. This fact was greeted 
with joy, as many began to believe they were really taking us to 
Poland. After traveling for several kilometers the train halted. 
The rumor spread that we were to be unloaded. ... 

. .. After about half-an-hour’s wait a Colonel of the N.K.V.D. 
entered our truck, called out my name, announced that I was to 
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be separated from the convoy and ordered me to collect my things. 
He personally conducted me to an empty prison truck, where I 
was locked into one of the compartments. A special guard stood in 
the corridor before barred doors. Shortly after I heard some sort 
of noise in an adjacent truck, the hum of a motor and the cries of 
the prisoners. Prison trucks are so constructed that the walls of 
compartments have no windows, except for a small square of glass 
right under the ceiling. By climbing on the highest shelf (intended 
for luggage) it is possible to see out. I therefore pretended that I 
wanted to sleep and climbed on to it. Soon the guard was standing 
with his back to the door of my compartment and looking out 
of the window (the corridors of the prison trucks have windows). 
So I was able to look out. We were standing outside the station. 
Before us was a big square partly covered with grass. At right 
angles to the railway ran a road, skirting the left side of the square. 
The horizon was covered with a wood. The square was surrounded 
by N.K.V.D. guards with bayonets and rifles. The distance between 
the guards was about ten feet. In the square stood a passenger bus, 
its windows smeared with cement. . . . The entrance to the 
bus was at the back; it came right up to the trucks [the translator 
consistently in this testimony uses the word ‘truck’ for railway 
carriage] so that the prisoners were able to enter it directly from 
trucks. On both sides of the entrance to the bus stood N.K.V.D. 
men. T'wo of them had bayonets on their rifles. About thirty people 
got into the bus. It drove off in the direction of the woods and 
after a certain time (about half-an-hour) returned to collect the 
next party. The whole thing was supervised by a Colonel of the 
N.K.V.D., the same one who took me away from the convoy.... 

After the unloading was completed, I was handed over to a 
Captain of the N.K.V.D., who turned out to be the governor of the 
Smolensk prison. In a special prison car he took me to the so-called 
‘internal’ N.K.V.D. prison, in the cellars of the Smolensk N.K.V.D. 
office.7 


The manner in which the prisoners from Kozelsk traveled 
to the station Gnezdovo also can be reconstructed from diaries 
and notes taken from the graves. Here are relevant excerpts 
from a diary found on a body which could not be identified 
(envelope 424). The writer left Kozelsk in a group of 277 
officers on April 8, 1940.8 
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April 8, 

We were loaded at the station into a prison-train under heavy 
guard. ... We are moving in the direction of Smolensk. . . . 
April 9, 

Tuesday—Today weather like that during the winter. ... Snow on 
the fields. . . . It is impossible to deduce the direction of our mo- 
tion. .. . Treatment is rough. . . . Nothing is allowed. . . . 2:30 p.m. 
we are arriving at Smolensk. . . . Evening, we arrived at the station 


Gniazdowo [Polish spelling]. It appears that we shall get off . . . 
a lot of military men around. Since yesterday we have had only a 
piece of bread and a sip of water. 


The diary ends on this statement. 

The diaries indicate that prisoners of all groups except 
the first, at the moment they were put into the prison-car- 
riages at Kozelsk station, knew that they probably would be 
going through Smolensk and disembarking at the station 
Gnezdovo. They knew it because some of the men in the 
preceding parties had scratched their names and the names 
of the stations they passed on the walls of the carriages. The 
same Carriages were used over and over again to transport the 
men from Kozelsk. In some instances the travelers could 
decipher the signatures, and those who wrote diaries in the 
trains (they traveled from one to three days depending evi- 
dently on the intensity of railway traffic) duly copied in 
their notebooks what they read on the walls. When the sur- 
vivors from Kozelsk later were transferred in these same car- 
riages, they too saw the inscriptions on the walls and ceilings, 
such as “We are getting off at Gnezdovo station.” The diaries 
consistently mention Smolensk as the major station passed 
and Gnezdovo as the point of leaving the train. In the per- 
sonal calendar of Second Lieutenant Jan Bartys this laconic 
note can be found: “We have just arrived at Gnezdovo sta- 
tion and I see the N.K.V.D. men standing from the railway 
Station up to the woods.” 

What happened when a group of prisoners arrived at the 
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station can be reconstructed from two sources: the diaries 
recovered from the graves and a witness, a Soviet citizen 
named Krivozertsov, at one time the only Soviet eyewitness 
available in the West, who testified voluntarily. 

Major Solski’s diary seems to be the most detailed and was 
kept up to the last minutes before the execution. The quoted 
excerpt refers to his arrival at the Gnezdovo station and trans- 
portation to the forest. 

April 9, 

From the morning this day has started in a peculiar way. Departure 

was in a prison-motorcar with little cells (horrible). We have been 

brought somewhere to a forest; it looks like a summer resort. Here 


a thorough personal search. Rubles, belt and pocket knife were 
taken. 


Here the record ends.° 

More detailed information with regard to the transporta- 
tion of the prisoners from Gnezdovo station to the Katyn 
Forest was supplied by the witness, Krivozertsov. He lived 
about two miles from Gnezdovo station and voluntarily left 
his village in 1943, with the withdrawing German forces, 
taking with him his mother and young nephew. In June 1945 
he reported to the Polish military authorities in Germany, in 
order to testify. He, together with his sister, who was carry- 
ing manure for a garden, had to pass Gnezdovo station in 
April 1940, and saw prisoners in uniforms packed in small 
groups into a special type of prison-motorcar without win- 
dows. Another man, by the name of Khrustalov, also em- 
ployed in carrying manure, recognized the prisoners as Poles, 
because of their characteristic uniforms. 

Krivozertsov, since he lived in this area, stated he knew the 
guards at Katyn, as he had to pass them very often on the 
local roads. He testified that the guards and the drivers of the 
three or four special cars transporting the prisoners were from 
the Smolensk and Minsk N.K.V.D.; furthermore, he knew 
personally the driver of one of these vans.’® 
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It appears that the Poles were unloaded at Gnezdovo station 
in small groups of twenty to thirty into from one to four 
buses, a group at a time. From there they were taken to the 
place of execution. 

It was obvious from the bayonet wounds, gags in the vic- 
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tims’ mouths, their bound hands, and the throat-choking ropes 
on some of the bodies, that the younger men fought just 
before being shot. The older men were not bound or gagged. 

A French volunteer, serving with the German forces against 
the Soviet armies, presumably reported in 1943 that he talked 
to a Soviet village elder from the Katyn area, who was called 
with others by the N.K.V.D. to cover the graves with dirt. 
The elder stated that the Poles had to lie, face down, near the 
graves and two N.K.V.D. men were walking along, one shoot- 
ing the officers by putting the gun to their skulls, another 
loading the gun.” 

The Polish doctor, Wodzinski, head of the Polish Red 
Cross medical team, who performed autopsies at Katyn, thinks 
it more probable that the men were compelled to get down 
into the graves and to lie on the already dead or dying and 
then the revolver was put against their skulls and the fatal 
shot fired.!? 

There is also the opinion that the prisoners had to kneel at 
the edge of the grave, then were shot in the manner men- 
tioned above. In any case, shooting was done by “specialists.” 
In the thousands of victims the shots were placed in the same 
small area of the occipital bone in the back of the head. There 
are no reliable data to establish who dug the graves. Some 
sources maintain that this work was done in advance by Soviet 
citizens, N.K.V.D. prisoners from Smolensk.* As the 
N.K.V.D. officer had predicted, the victims met again. 

What of the more than 10,000 men from the camps of 
Ostashkov and Starobelsk? Twenty years have passed since 
they left their camps in the month of April 1940. None of 
them has ever given a sign of life. What happened to them? 

This much is known. They left their camps in the same 
manner and in small groups as had the men from Kozelsk, at 
the same time, and under the surveillance of the N.K.V.D. 
Their transports were painstakingly traced from station to 
station during 1941 by operatives of the special Polish search 
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office acting under the auspices of the Polish Embassy and 
General Anders. 

No clue was overlooked. Subtle questions were casually 
dropped to station-masters, railway men, and railway guards. 
All information was centrally evaluated and pursued when 
warranted. There was much fruitless effort, but some results 
emerged. 

The transports of officers and men from Camp Ostashkov 
ended at the stations of either Bologoe or Viazma. The rail- 
way-carriages with prisoners from Camp Starobelsk reached 
the station at Kharkov. Arrival dates at these stations were 
in April 1940. This was the end of the trail. 

The special Polish search office continued to gather infor- 
mation from the Polish population streaming toward General 
Anders’ army from the labor camps and other places to which 
they had been sent. There were persistent rumors which, 
after a time, were corroborated by completely unrelated 
sources. Soviet citizens made depositions under oath, repeat- 
ing a story which they had overheard, or claimed (in one 
instance) to have witnessed. In the spring of 1940, the story 
ran, several thousand prisoners in Polish uniforms were loaded 
on two barges (one source says three barges), towed several 
miles out to sea and then purposely sunk by artillery fire with 
the prisoners aboard. This supposedly happened on the White 
Sea. It has been impossible to verify this story. 

Seventeen years later on July 7, 1957, a German paper of a 
rather popular character, “7-Tag” (editorial offices: Steph- 
anienstrasse 16, Karlsruhe, W. Germany), published a copy 
of a document, which, if it is not forgery, gives a clear state- 
ment of the fate of the remaining prisoners. The document 
allegedly came from the N.K.V.D. office in Minsk. There are 
some indications that the archives of the Minsk N.K.V.D. 
were captured by German units, as well as some parts of the 
Communist Party archives at Smolensk. (The latter, however, 
deal mainly with the period prior to 1938.) While the archives 
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from Smolensk ultimately found their way to the United 
States,’ the papers from the Minsk N.K.V.D. have not been 
located. It is possible they were hidden somewhere in Ger- 
many, and that the documents cited could have come from 
among them. 

Besides this, the Soviet witness previously mentioned, Kri- 
vozertsov, maintained during his lifetime that the N.K.V.D. 
from Minsk also participated in the Katyn Forest Massacre. 
The area of Katyn Forest lies between Smolensk and Minsk. 

The document in question was purportedly typed on the 
official stationery of the Minsk’s N.K.V.D., under the head- 
ing SECRET. It was addressed to the main office of the N.K.V.D. 
in Moscow and dated June 10, 1940. Here is its content in 
English translation: 


Report 

In accordance with the order of the Main Office of the N.K.V.D. 
dated February 12, 1940, the liquidation of the three camps for 
the Polish prisoners-of-war in the area of c. [cities] Kozelsk, 
Ostashkov, and Starobelsk was completed. The action of liquidation 
of the above-mentioned camps was terminated on June 6 of this 
year. Delegated by the Central Office, Comrade Buryanov was 
responsible for the over-all organization. 


On the basis of the above-mentioned order, Camp Kozelsk was 
liquidated first in the period from March | to May 3 in the area of 
Smolensk by the organs of the Minsk N.K.V.D. As screening units, 
local formations of the army were used, particularly that of the 
190th Infantry Regiment. 


The second action on the basis of the above-mentioned order was 
performed by the organs of the Smolensk N.K.V.D. in the area 
of the town Bologoe, under the protection of the 129th Infantry 
Regiment (from Veliki Luki) and completed on June Sth. 


The undertaking of the third action, that of the camp Starobelsk, 
was assigned to the N.K.V.D. from Kharkov, and this was done 
in the area of the village Dyergatche, being completed on June 2 
under the protective screen of the units of the 68th Ukrainian In- 
fantry Regiment of the local forces. In this instance, the N.K.V.D. 
Colonel, Comrade B. Kutchkov, was responsible for the action. 
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The copies of this report are being submitted to the attention of 
the N.K.V.D. Generals Raikhman and Zarubin. 


The Chief of the Office 
N.K.V.D. 
Minsk raion 
(Tartakov) Secretary of the Department 
Copy verified with the original. 


The dates, the naming of the camps, and the organizational 
framework suggest that the document is authentic. For ex- 
ample, General Raikhman was the very man who granted an 
audience to Captain Czapski in the N.K.V.D. office in Mos- 
cow when the latter was searching for the missing Poles. Sim- 
ilarly, General Zarubin was the person checking through per- 
sonal interviews on the progress of indoctrination of the Polish 
officers at Camp Kozelsk. A Polish journalist, very much in- 
terested in the Katyn affair, was able to ascertain in 1958 that 
indeed the 68th Infantry Regiment was stationed, at the time 
given in the document, in the area of Kharkov.** 

The Katyn affair and the problem of missing officers have 
been so clouded by the manipulation of Soviet, Polish, and 
German propaganda that even a trained social scientist has to 
exercise the utmost care to separate reliable evidence from 
manufactured stories. If the document is authentic, the ques- 
tions regarding the fate of the remaining 10,000 men might be 
further elucidated. However, it is not possible to confirm it 
beyond doubt, because in 1957 the details which are verifiable 
could have been discovered by the German source and in- 
corporated in a false document. 

At present it is impossible to set forth reliably the manner 
and the place of death of the remaining 10,000 officers and 
men. On the basis of the available circumstantial evidence it 
seems reasonable to guess that, like their compatriots from 
Kozelsk, they were murdered by units of the N.K.V.D. im- 
mediately after their removal from the camps. Only the au- 
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thorities of the Government of the Soviet Union can supply 
details concerning the circumstances of their death. 

From the more than 15,000 prisoners, 448 men were se- 
lected to survive. What was their final fate? 

Toward the end of the period of evacuation of the three 
camps relatively small groups (from 16 to 150 men) of those 
who had not gone “home” were assembled in the same manner 
as had been the other groups. Action brought a definite re- 
lief of tension among them, for they had felt left out and 
abandoned. The N.K.V.D. chief of Camp Starobelsk, with a 
solicitous smile, bade farewell to one of the groups from 
Starobelsk with a comment overheard by Captain Czapski, 
“You are going to the place I wish I could go.” 

When the gates of the camp closed after the departing, 
again the indifference of the guards to the discomforts of the 
officers indicated the change of atmosphere. The men were 
crowded into cages—like the compartments of the trains. In 
many instances the prison-carriages were those in which the 
previous groups had departed earlier from the other camps. 
This was further evidence that the removal of officers and 
men from the camps was centrally co-ordinated. Groups of 
survivors departing from Starobelsk on May 12, 1940, were 
squeezed into a carriage which had over its walls inscriptions 
and names of the officers from Camp Kozelsk, including sen- 
tences like this: “We leave the train near Smolensk.” Katyn 
Forest lies 8-10 miles west of Smolensk. 

According to the survivors, treatment by the guards was 
brutal. Some of the cramped men collapsed in the compart- 
ments; one went berserk. In many instances they were not 
permitted to relieve themselves during the trip. The men were 
fed herring and water exclusively. It was a trip toward the 
unknown. 

The pounding of the railway wheels, lack of light, and the 
physical sufferings increased their anxiety. These men did not 
know that they were the luckiest—they were to live. 
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When the first group of survivors arrived at their new 
camp called Pavelishtchev Bor, the camp was empty. During 
the months of April and May the prisoners from Kozelsk, 
Starobelsk, and Ostashkov were trickling in, disappointed and 
unhappy at still being ‘‘on Soviet soil.” On May 20 the last 
transport of nineteen men came from Ostashkov. 


Table I 
Transports ARRIVING AT PAVELISHTCHEV Bor 16 
Arrival at Men in 
Departure From Pav. Bor Transport 
April 25, 1940 Starobelsk May 1, 1940 63 
April 26, 1940 Kozelsk April 26, 1940 150 
April 29, 1940 Ostashkov May 4, 1940 60 
May 12, 1940 Kozelsk May 14, 1940 95 
May 12, 1940 Starobelsk May 17, 1940 16 
May 13, 1940 Ostashkov May 18, 1940 45 
May 16, 1940 Ostashkov May 20, 1940 19 
Total 448 


A swarm of N.K.V.D. political investigators descended 
upon the camp. In addition to those who were originally at- 
tached to the old camps and who came with their prisoners 
to Pavelishtchev Bor, there were new ones. Intensive inter- 
rogations continued. Instead of 15,000 men, the interrogators 
had only 448 to concentrate upon. Even so, the number of 
inquisitors was increased. Checking on the values and ideas of 
the prisoners was intensified. Increasing pressure upon the 
prisoners began to break down cohesion among the men. 

Some officers commenced to voice publicly pro-communist 
sentiments. Thirty others decided to cease not only to be Polish 
officers, but even Poles. They claimed German ancestry. 
Informal groups with diverse loyalties developed strong an- 
tagonisms. The cultural values which had united the officers 
began, under the stress of continuous interrogations, to lose 
their force. The group commenced to disintegrate. At this 
point the interrogators pitted them one against another. 
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The prisoners at Pavelishtchev Bor represented a broad 
cross-section. They were officers, cadets, noncommissioned 
officers, privates, some policemen, and even a handful of ci- 
vilians, among them an old, likeable Jew (a wood merchant) 
and “a murderer released from a Polish prison.” This further 
accentuated diversity. During this time some individual Poles 
were placed under guard and removed from the camp. It has 
been established that those removed were taken to various 
prisons to be interrogated further by N.K.V.D. specialists for 
specific information regarding their civilian occupations. 

On June 13, 1941, the remaining prisoners were removed 
to Camp Grazovec. After some arrests, there were now about 
four hundred.’? Traveling again in train prison-carriages, they 
arrived after five days at the new camp. Those of the investi- 
gators who originally were with the prisoners in Kozelsk, 
Starobelsk, and Ostashkov came along. The investigations 
continued here also, but their character changed. Now the 
approach adopted by the prison administrators and their in- 
terrogators was that of paternalistic and understanding bene- 
factors extending helpful hands. 

Life was much easier than before. Officers received twenty 
rubles, and rank, ten rubles a month. The prisoners were per- 
mitted to grow vegetables and to organize study groups. The 
administration’s policies were fairly flexible in accommodating 
to the wishes of the men, particularly with respect to recrea- 
tion. Books were allotted—‘“in kilograms [about 30 lbs.] per 
month.” A Russian woman was employed as a recreation 
worker and initially she confined herself to this kind of duty. 
Most importantly, the men were allowed to write and receive 
letters, which they had not been permitted to do in Pavelisht- 
chev Bor. 

Expectation of letters from home improved morale among 
the prisoners considerably. However, they were forbidden to 
mention the names of fellow-prisoners, or the name of their 
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camp, and the return address on all mail was given as “Post 
Box No. 11/c-12, Moscow, U.S.S.R.” 

Finally the first letters from German and Soviet-occupied 
Poland arrived. They had one thing in common: anxious ques- 
tions about fellow-prisoners from Kozelsk, Ostashkov, and 
Starobelsk. They had not written since early spring. What 
had happened? This baffled the officers in Grazovec. They 
were the only officers detained, for some unkown reason, in 
Russia. The others should have been home since April. Letters 
went back and forth containing ingenious subterfuges to 
evade camp censorship. Ultimately the camp authorities re- 
alized that this was happening. A special supplementary in- 
struction was issued—there were to be no answers to inquiries 
about the missing men. At the same time, one of the N.K.V.D. 
officers, Alexandrovitch, offered to collect and deliver the 
letters to the missing men (many families were sending letters 
to the missing men in care of officers in Grazovec with whom 
they were acquainted). The letters collected in this way by 
Alexandrovitch were never answered. 

From among the thirty “new Germans” who were strain- 
ing to speak in their new native tongue, twelve were released 
through the intervention of the German ambassador to the 
Soviet Union. The remaining eighteen evidently were not 
German enough. 

Toward the end of August 1940, ten weeks after the pris- 
oners’ arrival at Grazovec, a new approach was made infor- 
mally by the N.K.V.D. officers throughout the camp. It was 
subtly suggested by them that the prisoners were soldiers, and 
that they could leave the barbed wires behind. Poland and the 
Soviet Union had common interests. They could even start to 
organize a Polish army in Russia. 

The woman who had served as a recreational officer de- 
veloped a deep interest in international politics. She shared her 
views with the officers, whether they wanted them or not. A 
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push toward some kind of united political action on the part 
of the officers was becoming more and more intense. 

Fifty officers who had shown some interest in communism 
at Pavelishtchev Bor came into the open. They organized 
the “Red Corner,” a place within the camp where they could 
hold discussions, study the history of the Communist Party, 
and celebrate communist anniversaries. This struck the ma- 
jority of the men as both tragic and funny. Here were men in 
the uniform of the Polish Army, eighteen voicing German 
views and fifty spouting slogans and parroting the style of 
Soviet propaganda. All these men were their former colleagues 
and friends: “former” because the majority isolated them from 
social intercourse within the camp. The lines were plainly 
drawn. 

The “Reds,” supported by the administration, initially gained 
sympathizers, but eventually the groups became stable in their 
loyalties and did not mingle. This was not all. Fist fights broke 
out and the “Reds” were severely beaten. From 15,000 pris- 
oners the Russians had selected 448 men as potential com- 
munist leaders of a future “Red Polish Army,” and most of 
them not only did not wish to join but were attempting to 
beat up the studious fifty from the Red Corner. 

The N.K.V.D. arrested several officers within the camp for 
“anti-Semitism,” and several were taken away for “more in- 
tensive investigation.” This further solidified the lines. The 
majority blamed the members of the Red Corner for the ar- 
rests of fellow officers. The atmosphere in the camp was tense. 

Interestingly enough, at one point all Poles—pro-Reds, 
anti-Reds and the “new Germans”—felt unified in their at- 
titude. The fate of a dog was the reason. 

A gentle old mongrel found his way through the wires and 
was adopted by the men in the camp. Scraps of food were 
saved for him and unusually tender attention was bestowed 
upon him by the prisoners. The dog reciprocated with a loyal 
heart, as only a dog can. Moreover, adopting the feelings of the 
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majority of the prisoners, he started to dislike the N.K.V.D. 
men. At one point he barked at the senior officer of the 
N.K.V.D. The prisoners, seeing the N.K.V.D. man infuri- 
ated, and anticipating trouble for the dog, tried to hide it. 
Soon a body of N.K.V.D. guards trooped into the camp 
searching for the dog. They found him and took him away. 
For the next two days the prisoners searched for the dog, 
hoping that ic would return. On the third day they found it. 

The body of “their” dog was tied to a log, lying stiffly in 
a pool of blood. Its bones were broken; the dog had been 
“literally massacred with clubs.” The death of the dog and 
the manner of his killing incensed the prisoners and, according 
to Captain Czapski, “rallied all of them for a while.” 

On September 10, 1940, seven high-ranking officers were 
told to pack. They were going to Moscow. All seven were 
diligent students from the Red Corner. About five weeks later 
six more officers from the Red Corner followed them to Mos- 
cow. Both groups traveled by passenger train. What happened 
in Moscow to those men will be discussed in the next chapter; 
however, some of these thirteen men were subsequently re- 
jected in Moscow and sent back to a special camp. They found 
their way to Grazovec again in June 1941. 

Meanwhile, life in Grazovec was becoming more stable. 
The N.K.V.D. officers were still going through the motions 
of indoctrinating the stubborn majority. They told the Poles 
that they would be imprisoned until the end of the war. Of 
course, there was a way out. It led through the Red Corner, 
and this price the majority refused to pay. 

Life was monotonous but bearable until June 1941. This 
was the month of the German attack on the Soviet Union. 
The marriage of convenience between the two governments 
had ended. The outbreak of the war and speedy progress of 
the German armies across the Soviet plains affected life in 
Grazovec. The number of prisoners in the camp was increased 
to approximately 1,400-1,700. The additional men were 
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brought from the territories evacuated before advancing Ger- 
mans, Camp Grazovec lost its character of selectivity in ad- 
mission. 

The war with Germany intensified N.K.V.D. efforts to 
enroll the Poles under Soviet banners. There was nothing 
subtle about it—offers were made to the prisoners. If they 
volunteered as paratroopers, they would be dropped behind 
the German lines. The anti-German feelings of the Poles 
were played upon rather skillfully. Promotions in rank, free- 
dom from camp life, the possibility of being dropped in Po- 
land, and the chance to fight against the Germans were offered. 
These inducements led several dozen of the Poles to enroll in 
the Red Army and leave the camp. The rest did not budge. 

The Central Office of the N.K.V.D. in Moscow evidently 
became impatient with the meager results of recruitment; and 
one day a special commission arrived at Grazovec to check 
on the reasons for the failure. The commission later announced 
its findings—there was a secret anti-Soviet organization in the 
camp, composed of “fascists.” The commission evidently had 
to show some evidence for the assertion, and on July 21, 1941, 
the N.K.V.D. arrested ten officers as members of the “organi- 
zation.” These men were taken away. (Ultimately they sur- 
vived the prison sentences which were imposed on them 
and were released after the Sikorsky-Maisky agreement. 
They joined General Anders’ army in Russia.) Although 
“the organization” was officially dissolved, there were still 
no volunteers for the Red Army. The commission left for 
Moscow in disgust. Thereafter, no more interrogations were 
held in the camp, and there was little food. 

The food rations were cut to ridiculous amounts. The pris- 
oners caught sparrows and crows for subsistence. Withdrawal 
of food was interpreted in the camp as an attempt to break 
resistance by lowering morale, which was, in fact, rising. The 
men obtained information, in one way or another, concerning 
the Polish Government-in-Exile, the hundreds of thousands of 
Polish soldiers fighting beside the British armies and in the 
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Underground against German forces, and the American con- 
tribution to the war effort. News of this kind restored cohesion 
in the camp. The “Germans” were now in a most unpleasant 
situation; they were double prisoners—as former Poles and as 
present Germans. The Poles, hungry and emaciated as they 
were, instead of joining the Red Army became cocky to the 
point of threatening riots unless the N.K.V.D. alleviated their 
circumstances. 

It may be recalled that following the outbreak of the Ger- 
man-Soviet war, diplomatic relations between the Soviet Union 
and the Polish Government-in-Exile were resumed. General 
Sikorski, on behalf of the Polish Government, and Soviet 
Ambassador Maisky, representing his Government, signed an 
agreement to this effect on July 30, 1941, in London. A spe- 
cial protocol was attached to this agreement. The protocol 
assured the immediate release of Polish prisoners in Russia. 

On August 14, 1941, Polish General Bohusz-Szyszko, who 
had arrived from London, signed a military agreement with 
the Soviet Government in Moscow. The agreement allowed 
the formation of Polish forces on Soviet soil under the com- 
mand of General Anders (whom the N.K.V.D. had just re- 
leased from its famous Lubianka prison in Moscow). Eleven 
days later Generals Bohusz-Szyszko, Anders, and N.K.V.D. 
General G. S. Zhukov flew into Camp Grazovec. The pris- 
oners welcomed the two Polish generals in the most enthusi- 
astic manner. There was cheering followed by patriotic 
speeches, and mass voluntary enrollment in the Polish forces 
commenced immediately. All the men joined with two excep- 
tions—“the German” group of eighteen, and as the Polish 
source states, a “not much larger” group from the Red Corner. 

On September 1, 1941, the N.K.V.D. guards were with- 
drawn from Camp Grazovec and the Poles took over its 
administration as a military unit. 

One of the last acts of the N.K.V.D. was to present to 
the Polish authorities the testimonies of the remaining eighteen 
men who claimed German origin. Subsequently one of them 
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hanged himself—the rest were ultimately supposed to have 
been taken away by the N.K.V.D. to the labor camps in the 
northern territories.'® 

The Polish flag fluttered above the camp. For some reason, 
the Soviet authorities started to distribute among the officers 
a considerable sum of money, ranging from 2,000 to 10,000 
rubles, depending upon rank.’® N.K.V.D. personnel had to 
leave the camp. 

In a free atmosphere, gathering information about the miss- 
ing 15,000 Poles commenced. The Katyn Forest graves had 
not yet been discovered. The Polish Embassy in Moscow 
under the guidance of the Ambassador, Professor Kot, and 
General Anders’ office, with Captains Kaczkowski and Czapski, 
started to pool the available information in a systematic fash- 
ion with the results already described. 

In this chapter some of the circumstances of life and death 
of the 15,000 Polish prisoners-of-war in the Soviet Union 
have been reconstructed. From the total number only 448 
survived in Camp Pavelishtchev Bor. From these about 400 
arrived at Camp Grazovec. Approximately 4,443-4,800 were 
subsequently found in Katyn Forest. It is the writer’s opin- 
ion that the approximately 10,000 men remaining were also 
murdered in a manner and place known only to the officials of 
the N.K.V.D. (now the M.V.D.), who participated in the 
extermination, and the highest authorities of the Soviet Gov- 
ernment. 

One question remains: why were these men murdered and 
448 spared? 


NOTES TO CHAPTER VII 


1. Unless indicated otherwise, data in chis chapter are from official 
Polish sources. This is because only the Polish Government-in-Exile 
had the opportunity to interview the survivors systematically, to 
copy the diaries from the graves, and, only the Government-in-Exile 
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had access to the personnel lists of the Polish Officers’ Corps, 1939. 
It is obvious that since the missing men were Poles, it was the Polish 
Government-in-Exile which was the most concerned with the case, 
and therefore had the richest accumulation of materials. This, how- 
ever, does not mean that Polish sources have been treated uncritically 
in this book. 

In order to avoid extended footnotes, credit for the materials is 
given here. The three main sources used in this chapter were: Poland. 
Polish Government-in-Exile, Council of Ministers. (Author, Dr. 
Wiktor Sukiennicki). Facts and Documents Concerning Polish Pris- 
oners of War Captured by the U.S.S.R. during the 1939 Campaign. 
(Strictly confidential). London, 1946 (referred to throughout this 
book as the Polish Report), passim; Zbrodnia Katynska w Swietle 
Dokumentéw (The Katyn crime in the light of documents). Z 
przedmowa Wladystawa Andersa. 2-gie wydanie. (London: Gryf, 
1950), passim; Exhibits 32 and 33, submitted in 1952 by the Polish 
Government-in-Exile to the Congressional Select Committee to Con- 
duct an Investigation of the Facts, Evidence, and Circumstances of the 
Katyn Forest Massacre. Hearings, part 6, pp. 1623-1823, passiz. 

2. Remarks similar in content were made in all three camps by 
N.K.V.D. officers. 

3. From the private correspondence of the former Prime Minister 
of Poland, Stanistaw Mikotajczyk. A personal letter from Waclaw 
Komarnicki, a former inmate of one of the camps, to Mr. Mikolaj- 
ezyk, January 29, 1948. 

4. Polish Report, pp. 49-50, Hearings, part 6, Exhibit 32, p. 1654. 

5. The name of the cadet was Furtek. See his report in writing, 
Dziennik Polski (London), no. 854 (April 21, 1943), p. 2; nine years 
later, Furtek’s testimony was the same. Hearings, part 4, p. 509. 

6. The name of the prisoner was Gawiak. See his testimony in 
Hearings, part 2, pp. 94-95. 

7. Compare testimony of the witness “B.” Hearings, part 4, pp. 603- 
611. 

8. According to the testimony of the last Commander-in-Chief 
of the Polish Underground Movement, General Bér-Komorowski, 
fifteen of the diaries were copied by a member of the Underground 
who was “planted” among the Poles visiting the Katyn exhumations. 
The copies of the diaries were delivered to Warsaw’s Underground 
H.Q. at the end of May 1943. Subsequently they were sent by special 
underground courier—Colonel Rutkowski, nicknamed “Redhead”— 
to London. The courier, after harrowing experiences, arrived in Lon- 
don in July 1944 with the copies of the diaries intact. Hearings, part 
4, p. 711. 

9. It was possible to locate a Polish Colonel Grobicki, who had 
been Solski’s personal friend at Kozelsk. Colonel Grobicki survived 
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by being taken to Camp Grazovec. Hearings, part 2, p. 174. The 
colonel verified and corroborated much of the information embodied 
in Solski’s diary. The diary contains ninety-five pages. It is quite 
detailed and the author has no doubt as to its authenticity. The pages 
are full of the intimate details about the living in Kozelsk: “Bugs 
showed in our room”; “they took the dogs away from our camp.” 
He complained about “sciatic pains.” The diary is saturated with love 
and longing for Solski’s wife “Danka” and his small daughter 
“Ewusia.” 

10. Krivozertsov’s fate is most interesting. After being interviewed 
by the Polish authorities and the British Intelligence, the man found 
his way from Germany, through Italy, to England. There, on Oc- 
tober 30, 1947, his body was found hanging in an orchard. His best 
friend, also Russian, disappeared. The British authorities announced 
his manner of death to be “suicide.” Many Poles and Englishmen 
who had known Krivozertsov have not been willing to accept the 
official British version of his death. For further details concerning 
this case, consult Joseph Mackiewicz, The Katyn Wood Murders 
(London: Hollis and Carter, 1951), pp. 176-195; also by the same 
author “Tajemnica Smierci Iwana Kriwozercowa, Glownego Swiadka 
Zbrodni Katynskiej” (The mystery of the death of the main witness 
of the Katyn crime, Ivan Krivozertsov), Wiadomosci, VII, no. 15/15 
(April 20, 1952), p. 1; Hearings, part 3, pp. 369-372 and pan 4, pp. 
764, 828-838. 

11. Vélkischer Beobachter. Siiddeutsche Ausgabe. April 16, 1943, 
p. 1; Nowy Kurier Warszawski (Warsaw), May 23, 1943, p. 1. 

12. Nowy Kurier Warszawski (Warsaw), May 31, 1943, p. 1. 

13. Another version is that the officers dug the graves themselves. 
Nowy Kurier Warszawski (Warsaw), May 23, 1943, p. 1. 

14. For an analysis of these archives see Merle Fainsod, Smolensk 
under Soviet Rule (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1958), 
pp. 1-484. The archives can be obtained through The Adjutant Gen- 
eral, U.S. Army, Washington, D. C. 

15. Jozef Mackiewicz, “Czy Nowa Rewelacja w Sprawie Katynia?” 
(Is this a new revelation concerning Katyn?), Dodatek Tygodniowy 
“Ostatnich Wiadomosci,” X, no. 40 (October 12, 1958), p. 3. 

16. From the Polish Report, p. 113. 

17. For the complete list of officers, cadets, noncommissioned offi- 
cers, privates and civilians who arrived at Grazovec, see Hearings, 
part 4, pp. 526-548. 

18. Jozef Czapski, Na Nieludzkiej Ziemi (The inhuman land) 
(Paris: Instytut Literacki, 1949), p. 10. 

19. Ibid., p. 35. Another Polish source gives the amounts, “2,000- 
5,000 depending upon rank.” 
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Reconstruction: 
Marked to Live and Marked 


to Die 


THE MOST PLAUSIBLE explanation of why nearly 15,000 pris- 
oners-of-war were exterminated in one organized action by 
the security agencies of the Soviet Government may be stated 
in a series of propositions: 

1. The prisoners were murdered because according to the 
prevailing values of Soviet officialdom at the time, they were 
enemies of the Soviet Union. 

2. Their physical destruction guaranteed elimination for- 
ever of a considerable segment of the hostile military and pro- 
fessional elite of Poland, thus creating a leaderless vacuum 
into which Soviet-groomed men could move in the future. 
Actually this is what occurred, particularly in the period of 
1945-1956. 

3. According to the N.K.V.D. evaluation, the prisoners 
could not be induced to adopt pro-Soviet attitudes. Later, at 
the highest level of policy making, an order was issued to 
“liquidate” the prisoners. Such an order was given, in all prob- 
ability, by Stalin through Beria (the chief of the N.K.V.D.) 
or by Beria himself with Stalin’s approval. 

4. There is also a possibility that Stalin’s order was misin- 
terpreted by Beria.' In any case, the men were exterminated in 
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an action centrally guided by the main office of the N.K.V.D. 
in Moscow. 

Stanistaw Mikotajczyk, former Prime Minister of the Pol- 
ish Government who escaped from Poland in 1948, maintains 
that between 1939 and 1941 the German and Soviet govern- 
ments had a mutual understanding concerning Polish prisoners 
in the Soviet Union: “I know positively that there was an 
agreement between the Germans and the Russians concerning 
the exchange of Poles and Ukrainians and that the Germans 
would not accept the Polish officers offered in that exchange.” ? 

Churchill also mentions that thousands of Poles were handed 
over to the Germans for forced-labor purposes prior to the 
outbreak of the German-Soviet war.* In fact, Polish prisoners 
were exchanged “both ways.” Regardless of the outcome of 
these German-Soviet bargains, the fact remains that the of- 
ficers were treated as a group separate from the noncommis- 
sioned officers and enlisted men. Although they were kept in 
the same camp as others, the officers were investigated with 
particular care by the N.K.V.D. A German refusal to accept 
them could be understood easily, because the Germans could 
not use the officers as laborers, being bound by the Geneva 
Convention Relating to the Treatment of Prisoners of War 
of July 27, 1929. To feed unproductive thousands of officers 
was not in the best interest of Germany, where the popula- 
tion’s food was already rationed. 

We know the importance attached by the Soviet adminis- 
trative apparatus in Stalin’s era to the pronouncements of 
Lenin and his interpretation of the communist doctrine. The 
fact that the majority of men who were massacred in Katyn 
were officers might be, in the light of the doctrine, the reason 
for their death. According to the doctrine, war is not a con- 
flict between individuals or states but Between classes—the 
oppressors and those who are being oppressed—bourgeois 
against the proletariat. If the war promotes the interest of the 


MARKED TO LIVE AND MARKED TO DIE 129 


proletariat, according to Lenin, such a war is “progress, ir- 
respective of the victims and sufferings which it entails.” ¢ 

Professor T. A. Taracouzio, in his book, The Soviet Union 
and International Law, written in 1935 (five years before the 
Katyn Massacre) interprets the effect of the theory of class 
struggle upon the treatment of prisoners taken by the Soviet 
Army in the event of a military clash between Russia and a 
capitalist state: 


The chief aim which the Soviet State would pursue in this con- 
flict would be a socialist revolution in that state... . According 
to the principle of proletarian solidarity, the enemy enlisted man, 
when taken into captivity by the Soviets, might well expect a 
“brotherly” welcome . . . whether political “reeducation” along 
the lines of Communist philosophy, or an invitation to join the 
proletarian ranks immediately. . . . The situation would not be at 
all the same were officers taken prisoners, however. Obviously, it 
could not be expected that officers, who in the majority of cases 
do not belong to the proletariat, would be converted to commu- 
nism by mere theoretical instruction. Hence the officers would 
always be considered by the Soviet authorities as class enemies.® 


To support this reasoning Professor Taracouzio cites two 
examples. The first, The Joint Decree of the Revolutionary 
Military Council of the Soviet Republic and of the People’s 
Commissariat for the Interior, of May 7, 1920, regarding 
prisoners taken during the Civil War, states: 

“While the enlisted men taken into captivity could be 
recommended for immediate enlistment in the Red Army by 
Revolutionary Military Councils, the fate of the officers was 
left to the discretion of the All-Russian Extraordinary Com- 
mission, the ‘Cheka.’ ” ¢ 

The second example illustrates again that all officers of for- 
eign armies could be classified by the Soviet authorities with the 
bourgeois elements, on the basis of their rank. The Soviet 
Agreement with Hungary on Repatriation of War Prisoners, 
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of July 28, 1921, in Article 6, clause 2, states: “The Hun- 
garian officers and bourgeois elements (bourgeoisie), . . . are 
to be exchanged for the persons enumerated in the annex 
hereto.” 7 

It can be proved that at the time the Red Army entered 
the Polish borders in September 1939, it was guided by the 
same policy concerning officers. Alternately with bombs, 
Soviet planes dropped leaflets on the Polish forces, directing 
the soldiers to revolt against their officers. This is an excerpt 
from such a leaflet: “Soldiers!! Do not believe your officers. 
The officers and generals are your enemies. . . . Soldiers! 
Destroy the officers and generals... .” * These leaflets were 
signed by General Timoshenko and dated September 1939. 
Many Polish officers who survived capture by the Soviet 
Army testified to the Polish authorities that they survived 
because they “had disguised themselves as . . . privates during 
their enforced stay in Russia.” ® It was commonly agreed 
among the Polish prisoners that the possession of an officer’s 
rank was a definite handicap in Soviet prisoner-of-war camps.*° 

The Soviet concept of the “class struggle” led the Soviet 
N.K.V.D. authorities to the very meticulous classification of 
all Polish citizens. Secret instruction Number 0054 of the 
N.K.V.D. Commissar in Soviet-occupied Polish territory, 
dated 1940, classified persons “who because of their political 
or social past life, chauvinism or religious convictions . . . are 
the enemies of the Soviet Republic.” 1" This classification 
embraced twelve categories of enemies of the Soviet Union, 
with “all former officers of any army except the Soviet Army” 
ranked as fourth in importance. It seems that the very fact of 
being an officer of the Polish Forces at that time (1940) auto- 
matically classified a man not only as a class enemy but also 
as an enemy of the Soviet Union. 

The Soviet authorities were unrestricted legally in the treat- 
ment of the Polish officers, because the Soviet Union had not 
subscribed to the Geneva Convention Relating to the Treat- 
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ment of Prisoners of War, of July 27, 1929.12 Hence, the 
approach toward officers was guided exclusively by Soviet 
laws, political trends, or expediency. 

Polish General Olszyna-Wilczynski, commander of the 
military district of Grodno, issued an order to his troops not 
to fight against the oncoming Soviet forces. Acting on the 
assumption that they were friendly, he rode forward to greet 
them. Upon meeting a Soviet unit he “was dragged out of his 
car, put against the door of a barn and shot to death.” ** The 
fact that he was an officer evidently sufficed as a reason. This 
was not an isolated case. 

Whether officers fought or surrendered without fighting 
they were immediately arrested. Even reserve officers living 
in territory seized by the Soviet Army, who had not been 
called to the colors and were still engaged in their civilian 
occupations, were sought out and immediately detained. One 
such reserve officer was arrested together with his teen-age 
son, and both were sent to the officers’ camp. (The son was 
sent to Grazovec Camp and survived.) These men were 
grouped together with the professional officers in the camps 
of Kozelsk, Starobelsk, and Ostashkov. 

Not only the officer’s rank incriminated many of these men 
in the eyes of the N.K.V.D., but also their professions. When 
Mr. Pohorecki, President of the Polish Supreme Court, 
pointed out to an N.K.V.D. general during interrogation that 
he was not connected with any military organization, the gen- 
eral remarked that the very fact that he was a President of a 
Supreme Court of a bourgeois state was enough to put him in 
prison.'* 

The criterion of profession was evidently the reason for 
lumping together with the officers, priests, ministers, and 
rabbis, some of whom were not chaplains. Many of them were 
subsequently removed from the camps (in Kozelsk, on Christ- 
mas Eve, 1939) because officers were receiving uplift of 
morale and spirit from their activities. In Kozelsk there were 
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about a hundred men of God of various denominations. (At 
least one of them was identified in the graves of Katyn.) In 
Starobelsk the number was twenty-five. How many were at 
Ostashkov cannot be reliably established.’® Only one of all 
these, a priest, arrived at Grazovec. 

It was certainly not a coincidence that all the staff of the 
Polish Institute of Gas Warfare was annihilated to a man. 
Eighty per cent of the alumni of the Department of Arma- 
ment of Warsaw Polytechnic were destroyed, as were more 
than 80 per cent of the personnel of the Polish Technical 
Institute for Armament.'® 

Such classification and destruction of specialized potential 
talents which could be turned against the Soviet Union would 
explain the presence of the several hundred civilians in the 
three camps. Such men were selected for arrest in Eastern 
Poland, were kept imprisoned with the military personnel 
and shared their fate. It was established that in Camp Kozelsk 
there were about 150 such men. (‘‘Civilians” does not include 
officers in the camps who were dressed in civilian clothes.) 

This approach might also explain the presence of several 
thousand privates and noncommissioned officers in the three 
camps. They evidently were interned not because of their 
rank, but because of their military or civilian functions. Re- 
gardless of rank, those connected with law enforcement or 
intelligence were kept together with the officers. The logic 
of this arrangement seems obvious. The law these men repre- 
sented was capitalist law, and about whom did they collect 
intelligence? It is not well known that the Polish intelligence 
and counter-intelligence service prior to 1939 was one of the 
best in Europe. For example, its agents penetrated the Polish 
Communist Party on all organizational levels so well that, in 
1938, the Soviet leaders decided to dissolve the Communist 
Party in Poland as the only means of saving the remnants of 
its membership from complete registration by the Polish 
security agencies. 

The prisoner’s political position versus the Soviet Govern- 
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ment was evaluated by testing it against four categories. Ac- 
cording to the N.K.V.D. nomenclature, each of these four 
could hide the potential present “enemies of the Soviet Union.” 
The categories were: rank, professional function or affiliation,” 
standing in society, attitudes toward the Soviet Union in par- 
ticular and communism in general. Many men were caught in 
all four. This is not surprising considering the fact that among 
the men, particularly the reserve officers imprisoned in the 
three camps, there were more than fifty who were on uni- 
versity lecturing staffs, more than a thousand lawyers, many 
writers, civic leaders, and journalists,** and approximately 
800 doctors of medicine.?® 

Even the doctors disappeared. Of those from Camp 
Kozelsk, 146 were identified in Katyn. Which of the cate- 
gories fitted these men no one will know until N.K.V.D. 
files are accessible, but to murder 800 doctors of medicine in 
one centrally organized action is without precedent. In any 
case, the Soviet Government captured in one sweep a con- 
siderable percentage of the Polish intellectual and professional 
elite, apparently with premeditation. 

The problem of guarding these prisoners and finding a solu- 
tion for reconciliation of their status and Soviet law belonged 
to the security police, the N.K.V.D.”° The chief function of 
the N.K.V.D. was to eliminate acts of a treasonable nature 
by covert class enemies. Its prerogatives were boundless. A 
man could become a class enemy because the N.K.V.D. said 
he was.?! 

The organization guarding the prisoners acted as both 
warden and judge. The normal N.K.V.D. procedure with 
prisoners of any type was personal investigation of each case, 
in this instance, each prisoner. 

The initial objectives of the N.K.V.D. personnel seemed to 
be three: to drain the prisoners of information important to 
the Soviet Government, to apply mass indoctrination, and 
to classify the prisoners and select possible collaborators. 

The procedures of interrogation, search for informaticn, 
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and classification were the usual functions of the N.K.V.D. 
What was unusual was the attempt to manipulate political 
attitudes by mass indoctrination. The N.K.V.D. assumed a 
new role in regard to the prisoners—that of teacher, or more 
properly, propagandist. No one could have anticipated that 
the experience gained by the communists on these Poles would 
be further developed on German prisoners and used eleven 
years later on American prisoners in Chinese hands, during 
and after the Korean war. 

Interrogation began soon after the men arrived at the three 
camps. All the prisoners were photographed, at Starobelsk 
each several times. There were interviews with interrogators 
almost nightly. A man never knew when he might be called 
to report for investigation. Neither did he know how long 
he would be examined. Those questioned always felt that 
they had to tell more and more—there was never enough 
information for the inquisitors. 

‘When they were asked about the future, the faces of the 
N.K.V.D. interrogators were professionally inscrutable. The 
tensions among the prisoners mounted from the outset. These 
inquiries never ceased. They continued until two or three 
weeks before the men were let out of the compound. The 
length of interrogations was also unpredictable. Sometimes 
they were very short, sometimes they continued for 72 hours, 
the interrogators taking turns. 

The mood and approach of the interrogators constantly 
changed in the most unpredictable fashion. At one time, the 
N.K.V.D. officer would lead a polite political discourse with 
the cool detachment of a scholar. At another time, with the 
same prisoner, the excited interrogator would shout threats 
and vilifications at the shaky and exhausted man, then abruptly 
change to a sympathetic, fatherly friend. The same personal 
data were taken time after time. As a rule they were inter- 
preted in such a way as to prove that the prisoner was serv- 
ing a “bourgeois” cause and also taking part in the “counter- 
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revolution against the Soviet Union.” This was the standard 
accusation presented against each of the prisoners.” Political 
opinions, especially, were most carefully gathered during 
these interviews. 

The prisoners, as a rule, told the truth about themselves. 
Most of them were proud of their backgrounds, achievements, 
and the positions they held. Furthermore, they discovered that 
the N.K.V.D. was collecting data on them from other sources. 
One of the officers was dumbfounded when his N.K.V.D. 
interrogator described to him the furniture arrangement of his 
home in eastern Poland. 

The majority said what they thought. They were not con- 
vinced that Soviet life was better, nor did they want Poland 
to become a part of the Soviet Union. 

Most interrogations were polite, but at one time in Ostashkov 
several dozen pupils from N.K.V.D. schools were brought 
in to practice interrogation. These young men made up in 
zeal what they lacked in experience, and some beatings and 
abuses occurred.?8 

Occasionally subtle overtures were made to enroll some 
of the prisoners as agents to be sent to the part of Poland 
under German occupation.** There is no evidence that any 
of these offers were accepted. It is possible, however, that 
within the camps the N.K.V.D. men were able to establish 
something of a network of informers recruited in one way 
or another. 

In many instances a sophisticated officer would be amused 
at the topics which came up during the interrogation. Here 
is a description of such a situation by one of the prisoners: 


On one occasion I was being questioned by three officers—one 
a stout, perfumed N.K.V.D. man, the others, two Army officers 
of very primitive mentality. They learned that I had worked for 
eight years in Paris as an artist, a fact which seemed to them ex- 
tremely suspicious. “What instructions were given to you by your 
Foreign Minister when you were leaving for Paris?” demanded 
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my inquisitioner, the N.K.V.D. man. I replied that the Minister 
didn’t even know I was going to Paris. “Well then,” he continued, 
“what did the Vice-Minister tell you?” “He didn’t know about it 
either,” I said. “I went to Paris as a painter, not as a spy.” “Do you 
think,” he persisted, “that we do not understand that you, as a 
painter, could have prepared a plan of Paris and sent it to your 
Minister in Warsaw?” I was absolutely unable to convince him 
that a plan of Paris could be brought for fifty centimes on any 
street corner in Paris and that Polish artists going to Paris were 
not spies drawing secret plans. Not one of them could be per- 
suaded that anyone was ever allowed to go abroad except on an 
errand of espionage.?5 


After some time the file on each man consisted of the fol- 
lowing types of data (apart from some of the personal docu- 
ments taken away from prisoners): 

(1) photographs, 

(2) fingerprints, 

(3) official reports of the interrogations, 

(4) reports and evaluation of the camp authorities, 

(5) testimony of fellow prisoners, 

(6) extracts of works published by a prisoner, 

(7) extracts from biographies pertinent to prisoner’s past, 

and 

(8) copies (or originals detained by censor) of letters from 

or to families or friends.” 

Though a file of these dimensions had been built up on each 
of the prisoners, gathered between the fall of 1939 and spring 
of 1940, the Soviet Government persistently maintained in 
July 1941 that it did not know anything about these men. 
This “know nothing” attitude was maintained until the Ger- 
mans announced that they discovered the graves. 

While some of the investigators did not appear sophisti- 
cated, the over-all policy of conditioning of prisoners was. 
Its objective was to create a state of insecurity and a feeling 
of unreality (‘‘confusion neurosis”) in which the man’s values 
and ideals are “doubted and ultimately shattered.” Then, 
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according to Pavlov’s theory of conditioning, the man given 
the proper set of stimuli would learn to respond automatically 
and with predetermined results. The main idea of such pre- 
meditated processing of the prisoners was to control their 
responses. As one of the psychiatrists interested in the condi- 
tioning of prisoners, Dr. Joost A. M. Merloo, says, “when 
you control responses—you control the individual.” At least 
in Pavlovian interpretation. 

The N.K.V.D. hoped that a prisoner would lose his own 
identity. Then, responding automatically to the stimuli sup- 
plied by the propaganda apparatus, he would change his poli- 
tical atticudes and become converted to the values fostered by 
the interrogators.” (A general comment might be warranted 
here. It seems that when the procedures for conditioning 
prisoners are systematically worked out they can be applied 
by relatively unsophisticated personnel.) 

The captured men were already in a state of tension and 
anxiety. In thirty days their world had been destroyed. They 
had been uprooted from their cultural setting and removed 
from their families. They were imprisoned and did not know 
what to expect from their captors. 

The camp authorities did nothing to alleviate the prisoners’ 
anxiety. To the contrary, they did everything to increase it, 
as a part of the conditioning process. Any props which might 
support the prisoners’ morale were systematically kicked from 
under them. 

They were told on every occasion that Poland no longer 
existed. Polish culcure was contemptuously ridiculed. At any 
level of communication between administrative personnel and 
the prisoners the Poles’ values were attacked, often crudely, 
and occasionally in a subtle manner causing reflection. But 
above all, one idea was hammered into the prisoners: they 
were wrongdoers for not being communists. On one occasion 
in Kozelsk, Polish Lieutenant Colonel Chatacinski organized 
a discussion group. This had been explicitly forbidden by the 
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camp authorities. The colonel was arrested, and the Soviet 
authorities announced it in the following manner: “The 
former Lieutenant Colonel Chatacinski of the former Polish 
Army has been sentenced to 10 days arrest for patriotic 
activity on behalf of former Poland.” *8 

The men were attacked as a group and as individuals at 
the same time. The target was to split the group into separate 
particles and to destroy identity and identification symbols 
of each of them, one by one. Subsequently, the men would 
be “rebuilt” on the N.K.V.D. model. All efforts of the 
N.K.V.D. were bent toward these goals. 

The prisoners’ mail was not only censored but withdrawn 
at times. The men at Camp Kozelsk had permission to write 
once a month, but could not admit that they were prisoners. 
Their outgoing letters were stamped “Gorki Rest House.” 
The return address was given as “Kozelsk, Province of Smo- 
lensk, Post Office Box 12.” ® 

To break the network of loyalties and affiliation, the men in 
Starobelsk were constantly and individually shifted from one 
barracks to another. Hardly did they begin to develop a closer 
relationship among themselves than they were scattered. None 
knew when he would be moved. This happened repeatedly.*° 
Attack was also directed against the possible emergence of 
potential leaders. In Starobelsk high-ranking officers were 
kept within the compound but in a separate enclosure, so 
that the rest of the men would not have contact with them. 

Men with ability for leadership, when recognized, were 
immediately singled out by the N.K.V.D. and shipped from 
the camp. This happened to Lieutenant Kwolek in Starobelsk. 
A born leader, with serenity of soul and iron determination, 
Kwolek soon became a center of popular affection and re- 
spect. At one point he made a huge cross out of wood and 
hung it on the wall. The N.K.V.D. pounced on him then 
and there. 

No praying was allowed, yet the officers did so in spite of 
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the consequences. Mass prayers were recited aloud, resulting 
in a “tremendous uplift.” *! The authorities retaliated by 
forcible removal of active chaplains of all denominations from 
the camps. In Starobelsk, Catholic priest Aleksandrowicz and 
Rabbi Steinberg, both genuinely loved, were removed several 
days prior to Christmas, 1939. They never reappeared.** Some 
of the N.K.V.D. officers attempted, in a sense, to assume the 
chaplains’ role by playing cheerful, available father-confes- 
sors.** Also, some of the men developed interest in spiritualist 
seances.®* 

In an apparently consistent policy of blocking the avenues 
for the men’s feelings of loyalty and attachment, even dogs 
were purposely removed from the camps. The poor animals 
crept under the barbed fences for scraps of food. The prison- 
ers adopted them joyously and shared their meager meals with 
them. Removal of the dogs was felt deeply by the men. 

More subtle devices to increase anxiety were also applied. 
An N.K.V.D. officer “lost” in Camp Starobelsk a document 
in which the route of transport of the officers from the camp 
was mapped. It led from Starobelsk to Poland. The document 
raised hope of returning to Poland among many prisoners. 

On one occasion the prisoners were awakened during the 
night with inquiries of “Who knows Greek and Romanian?” * 
This implied to the men that they would be traveling through 
the Balkans and further increased their confusion and appre- 
hension. 

The result of the nightly interrogation and the “processing” 
described above was an incFeasing state of tiredness, tension, 
insecurity, and anxiety among the prisoners. The physical 
deprivations, such as insufficient food and dismal cold, and 
crowded living conditions, contributed further to these fears 
and tensions. The intensity of the application of all these dis- 
comforts and pressures was varied. There was a method in 
this, too. The psychological pressures were put on and off, 
like an ebb and flow, with an equally eroding effect. 
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Soon after the prisoners’ arrival huge billboards had sprung 
up all over the camps. On them, vividly painted, was the 
Soviet Constitution translated into Polish. The articles guaran- 
teeing various “freedoms” gave the officers a subject for un- 
printable comments. Kozelsk and Starobelsk had camp movies. 
In the case of Starobelsk the theater was in the former church, 
which prior to the officers’ arrival had served as a granary. 
The movies were Soviet productions with propaganda under- 
tones. During one of the showings in Kozelsk when a crude 
and offensive antireligious scene was projected on the screen, 
the men left the room in protest. After this incident, when the 
audience had filed into the room, the doors were locked and 
those inside had to sit throughout the showing. With another 
group of prisoners camp administration announced that a 
foreign movie would be shown. A crowd of prisoners 
gathered; the doors were locked, and a lecture on the beauties 
of the Soviet regime followed.®* 

In one camp, the Poles simply boycotted the movies, to 
the chagrin of the camp administration. Finally, the movie 
house was closed because of lack of attendance. 

Public address systems blared Soviet propaganda through- 
out the camps. There was no escape from it. Installations were 
fixed inside the living quarters, outside, and even in the public 
bath.*” The propaganda talks and Soviet programs were gen- 
erously interlaced with recorded music of Chopin. The nos- 
talgic, soul-searching melodies which only enhanced feelings 
of misery were rudely interrupted with announcements of the 
new achievements of the “glorious Soviet Union.” Soviet 
papers were distributed in the camp and were used by the 
prisoners for purposes quite removed from reading. Many of 
these papers were found in the Katyn graves. 

Direct verbal communication was also used in this process 
of indoctrination. From time to time lectures were arranged 
during which the prisoners were told about benefits of the 
communist society as contrasted with the other kinds of social 
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and political systems. Such lectures were delivered by the 
Soviet staff. As a rule Polish culture and its by-products were 
attacked in the process. The response of the officers had three 
stages: first they heckled the speaker; after several lectures 
they tried to engage him in debates or discussion; ultimately 
they resigned themselves to more or less passive listening. 
The prisoners’ only direct contact with the outside world 
was confined to the N.K.V.D. staff of the camp administra- 
tion. On every level of this contact, formal or informal, the 
ultimate purpose of the N.K.V.D. activities was to elicit in- 
formation and to change the Poles’ political attitudes. ‘This 
was done by the simultaneous application of systematic tech- 
niques affecting the psychology of the prisoners. The inter- 
views served also as a check on the progress of indoctrination. 
Camp Kozelsk (from which came the victims found in the 
Katyn graves) had its “mystery person”—a General of the 
N.K.V.D. by the name of V. M. Zarubin. (It could not be 
established whether there is any connection between the 
names of General Zarubin and that of Georgi Zarubin, former 
Soviet Ambassador to the United States and Canada.) He was 
the highest ranking man in the camp, and it was evident to 
the prisoners that, although not the camp commander, he 
wielded the reins. He was the locus of official power. His 
position in the camp was never defined, nor was his function. 
By implication he was managing the team of N.K.V.D. in- 
vestigators, yet he kept himself rather aloof from them. 
This man, in contrast to the personnel of the camp, was 
by all criteria an unusual individual. Very polished and proper 
in social contacts with prisoners, he behaved with the dignity 
and sophistication which is usually the result of broad ex- 
perience of a sensitive man. He was well-educated, and spoke 
German, French, and some English. Zarubin, by his behavior 
and these qualities, won the respect of the Polish officers to 
the point that, contrary to the rule of not saluting any of the 
Soviet staff, the men saluted the N.K.V.D. general whenever 
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they saw him, causing him some inconvenience for he metic- 
ulously returned every salute. 

At random, seemingly, he would invite a prisoner for a 
chat. There was usually another N.K.V.D. officer from the 
camp’s intelligence section present. Tea and good cigarettes 
would be served. Sometimes even oranges were available, 
which by Soviet standards (not to speak of the prisoners’ 
conditions) were a real luxury, particularly during the Rus- 
sian winter. In such comfort a prisoner would “thaw”—physi- 
cally and mentally. The men would engage in a lively 
discourse sprinkled generously with opinions on philosophy, 
political theory, and foreign relations. These opinions were 
voiced usually by a prisoner. 

General Zarubin had brought with him a library of about 
500 volumes in French, German, and English languages and 
was willing to lend the books, allowing the officers to make 
their own choices. Books—these had greater value for the 
prisoners than bread. The officers eagerly made choices. 
(Churchill’s The World Crisis, published in 1931, was the 
most popular.) The general was never involved directly in 
any propaganda activity, but was an exceedingly good lis- 
tener. 

The Polish officers had found someone among the Russians 
with whom they could communicate. Here was, intellectually 
speaking, a kindred spirit, interested in their views and atten- 
tive to their opinions.** In Zarubin’s office the men had a sense 
of self-respect. One does not need profound psychological in- 
sight to understand that under these circumstances the pris- 
oners were willing to talk freely to relieve anxiety. They 
talked as “an officer to another officer,” not to an N.K.V.D. 
“flunky.” Emaciated and imprisoned as they were, they were 
honorable men guided by the concept of an “Officer Honor” 
rooted in the faraway times of medieval knighthood. One has 
to know something about pre-1939 Polish officers to under- 
stand this. 
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Yet, to the senior Polish officers in the camp Zarubin’s in- 
terviews revealed some pattern. There were guesses that he 
was checking on something which the men could not precisely 
define. Polish generals in Kozelsk were worried. One of them, 
General Minkiewicz, decided to find out something about 
Zarubin’s intentions and to quell the wild gossip which swept 
the camp, increasing the anxiety of the men. He went to Za- 
rubin himself. The Polish general pleaded with the N.K.V.D. 


man: 


Minkiewicz: “Do not make us nervous as all the rumors are 
spreading around, but tell us. What do you want to do 
with us?” 

Zarubin: “I do not think it would be right.... You would 
..- [go] mad if I told you. I assure you it would be in- 
human. I assure you, General, it is better for you not to 
know what we want to do with you.” *° 


On March 4, 1940, General V. M. Zarubin left Kozelsk Camp. 
On April 3 the first group of Polish officers was assembled for 
departure into the unknown. From 15,570 only 448 were se- 
lected to live. 

Were all of those survivors communists? No. Only twenty 
to thirty of them ultimately landed in a suburb of Moscow 
in an indoctrination center called by the Poles “Villa Bliss,” 
and declared themselves to be communists. What were the 
criteria used for their selection? Because the files of the 
N.K.V.D. concerning the prisoners are still not available we 
can only speculate. 

It seems probable that the N.K.V.D. selected the survivors 
on the bases of three criteria: those who already manifested 
overtly their communistic sympathies (relatively few, several 
dozen), those who in terms of the N.K.V.D. assessment were 
susceptible or ready for further indoctrination, and finally, 
those who had something in their background or personalities 
which struck a sympathetic note in the “life-savers.” 
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There was a small group of communist sympathizers who 
were selected, of course. Also there were some prisoners who 
acted as undercover agents for the administration of the camp. 
Those men may have been among the survivors, although it 
is quite possible that with its shrewdness the N.K.V.D. would 
have shipped them to their death when they became useless. 
It must be understood that to be classified as “susceptible” in 
terms of N.K.V.D. operational procedures is not necessarily a 
slander or reflection on a man’s character or his values. 

A psychiatric study which was made of the Chinese Com- 
munist indoctrination program for prisoners-of-war can, in 
one respect, be applied to the men in Grazovec. That study 
classified prisoners who collaborated with the communists 
into five basic types: weaklings, opportunists, bored or curious 
intellectuals, those who felt they had “low status,” and com- 
munist sympathizers.*! It is not unlikely that the N.K.V.D. 
men had some sort of guiding criteria according to which 
personality traits and attitudes were classified. Although the 
survivors could not be classified outright as “communist 
sympathizers,” yet their personal characteristics or attitudes 
revealed them to be potential material for further indoctrina- 
tion efforts. In many instances the more strongly that high 
ethical values were entrenched in a prisoner, the more suscep- 
tible to propaganda he might appear. There is an explanation 
of this apparently paradoxical statement. 

Two American psychiatrists operating as a team studied 
communist interrogation and indoctrination of “enemies of 
the state” and arrived at the conclusion that 

persons who carry with them strong feelings of guilt associated 

with a highly organized system of moral values likewise become 

ready targets for the persuasion of the interrogator. Very few 
people are entirely free of guilt feelings, but often such feelings 
are found in the highest degree in those in whom they are least 


appropriate. For example, many strongly religious people have a 
profound sense of sin. They constantly see themselves as trans- 
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gressing their own moral code, and are in need of forgiveness for 
doing so. Skilled interrogators make use of this. They point out 
that many of the ostensible ideals of communism are the same as 
the ideals to which the prisoner himself subscribes.*2 


The same scientists point out in their work that it is difficult 
for the person with a highly developed moral code to tell a lie. 

The process of selection and classification had to be sensi- 
tive and quite flexible in judging the men. For example, two 
members of the Polish aristocracy, Prince Radziwilt and 
Prince Lubomirski, who because of their social origin could 
surely be deemed “class enemies,” were spared and found 
themselves in Camp Grazovec. Later through the surprising 
personal intervention of the King of Italy they were released 
from this camp.“ 

As to the decisions which in all probability reflected pref- 
erential values of the interrogators themselves, we may cite 
the case of the only surviving Polish general from Camp 
Kozelsk. There were five officers with the rank of general in 
this camp: Minkiewicz, Smorawinski, Bohatyrewicz, Wol- 
kowicki, and Admiral Czernicki. All except Wotkowicki were 
found in Katyn Forest. Why did General Wotkowicki (pres- 
ently in England) survive? His guess was that one event in 
his life attracted his interrogators’ attention and led them to 
take a favorable attitude toward him. 

As a youth, he was an officer in the Russian Navy during 
the Tsar’s regime. As a naval officer he participated in the 
famous battle of Tsushima between the Japanese and Russian 
fleets, which ended with disastrous results for the Russian 
fleet. In General Wotkowicki’s words he “was on the ship 
which was surrendered by a Russian admiral to the Japanese. 
I was the only officer who opposed the surrender of this ship. 

.”’ “4 Tt is quite possible that this was the sole, or an addi- 
tional, factor in the N.K.V.D.’s decision to spare this elderly 
gentleman. At Camp Starobelsk there were eight generals, all 
with outstanding combat or service records: S. Haller, Ski- 
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erski, Lukowski, F. Sikorski, Billewicz, Plisowski, Kowalew- 
ski, and Skuratowicz. All perished. 

To cite another instance, Lieutenant Zygmunt Miter (Mi- 
tera?) was killed. This man’s most conspicuous trait was his 
enthusiasm for the United States. Prior to 1939 he spent some 
time in America as a Fellow of the Rockefeller Foundation. 
In the camp he was most eager to talk about his visit, the 
country, and the people. According to his acquaintance, Cap- 
tain Czapski, he was a harmless individual and earned a nick- 
name of “Gondolier” because it was his function to stir the 
soup in the camp’s kitchen. This he did with an oversized 
ladle, always ready with a smile and lively description of the 
country of his dreams—the United States. 

In all, 448 men were given the chance to live. The under- 
lying idea was to work with them further toward the goal 
of complete indoctrination. The rest were incorrigible—they 
were shot. The fate of the survivors is known from the pre- 
ceding chapter. About twenty to thirty of the survivors ulti- 
mately declared themselves to be communists. Only thirteen 
from this group were accepted as such by the Soviet author- 
ities. Even these joined the Polish Army under General 
Anders, which was formed as the result of the German-Soviet 
war and re-establishment of Polish-Soviet diplomatic relations 
in 1941, The story of these thirteen requires separate treat- 
ment. 

The men of Kozelsk, Starobelsk, and Ostashkov were dead. 
In Grazovec, 400 survivors trampled the mud of the camp, 
gradually losing hopes of going anywhere. Only the occupants 
of the “Red Corner” behaved with the purpose and preoc- 
cupation of new converts who had arrived at the end of the 
search for an ideal. 

On October 10, 1940, seven high-ranking officers chosen 
from among those the N.K.V.D. thought were communist ° 
sympathizers, left for Moscow. This time they traveled in a 
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passenger train and relative luxury. The group consisted of 
two colonels, four lieutenant-colonels, and one major.‘ 

The next day from Camp Kozelsk twenty-one junior of- 
ficers departed for the same destination. About 2,500 men, 
after the campaign of 1939, had sought the protection of 
neutral countries, crossing the borders into Lithuania and then 
Estonia to be interned there. After the seizure of these 
countries by Soviet forces, these prisoners were brought to 
Kozelsk, already empty, most of its original occupants being 
in the graves of the Katyn Forest, the rest imprisoned in 
Grazovec. The twenty-one junior officers came from this 
second group. An interesting and significant incident took 
place when, after six weeks in Kozelsk, all the remaining pris- 
oners were told to be ready for departure. The men specu- 
lated as to where they were going. They tried to probe the 
camp administration—as usual, without results, except for one 
incident. 

Among the prisoners was a well-known Polish pediatrician. 
He had saved the life of a child whose mother was the official 
doctor of the camp. She happened to be a gracious and gentle 
Chinese lady. After that a subtle thread of professional and 
human amity existed between these two. When the time for 
departure came, the Polish doctor asked the Chinese woman 
whether she knew the place of their destination. Her response 
was quite unusual. She broke into hysterical sobs, and the Pole 
had great difficulty in calming her, but she did not say a word. 
Evidently the Chinese doctor knew what had happened to the 
previous internees in Camp Kozelsk. Ultimately, however, 
these prisoners did go to Grazovec and eventually to the 
Polish Army. 

The twenty-eight officers from the two parties arrived in 
Moscow. Here they were told that they were “guests” of the 
N.K.V.D. It was reiterated that they were no longer prisoners. 
They were given “excellent bread, real butter” and even “six 
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lumps of sugar each,” and yet even with the status of guests 
they were locked in Butyrki prison in Moscow. Each party 
was kept separately.“ 

At Butyrki the men were interviewed individually and in 
groups by the officers at the highest administrative level of 
the N.K.V.D.—Merkulov, Raikhman, and Yegorov. Merkulov 
ranked second only to Beria. Raikhman held the rank of 
General of the N.K.V.D. (This general is the man who suc- 
cessfully dodged Captain Czapski’s inquires about the missing 
Poles.) Yegorov was a colonel. The talks centered more or 
less around these questions: Were the Poles willing to fight 
Germans? Did they recognize that the Polish Government-in- 
Exile was a fiction? Were they friendly toward the Soviet 
Union and the communist ideology? 

Of the seven men from Grazovec one did not “make the 
grade.” He was separated from the others and placed in a 
solitary cell. The other six were sent to Lubianka prison in 
Moscow. Here they met the man who could decide their fate 
—the Peoples’ Commissar for Home Affairs (the Chief of the 
N.K.V.D.), Mr. Beria himself. Long and frequent conversa- 
tions took place at Lubianka prison, all bent toward an aim 
which now was made very clear to these Polish officers—they 
were to form Polish units fighting under the auspices and 
command of the Soviet Army. After interviews with Beria 
and conversations in their cells, the six officers agreed. 

The troops would be raised from the over one million Poles 
deported from the Eastern Polish territories occupied by the 
Soviet Army. The deportees populated the labor camps and 
underdeveloped northern areas of the Soviet Union, and being 
under N.K.V.D. surveillance could volunteer or be drafted 
for such an army. But what about the officers? It ordinarily 
requires years to produce a good combat officer. This troubled 
the future leaders of the Red Polish Forces, particularly since 
all of them had been promised advancement in rank and com- 
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mands of large units. The problem appeared even more acute 
when it became known that of the twenty-one junior officers 
still kept at Butyrki prison, only eleven had “graduated” to 
Lubianka prison and interviews with Beria. To accentuate the 
problem even further, from these eleven only five appeared 
promising to the N.K.V.D. at Lubianka. The remaining six 
junior officers were sent back to Buryrki. 

The Polish Colonel Berling was not happy about the num- 
erical strength of the nucleus of his “Polish Forces”: six 
high-ranking officers and five junior ranks. That would not 
be enough officers for an infantry battalion. In addition, Berl- 
ing discovered that the junior officers, although having been 
at Butyrki and Lubianka from October to December, still did 
not know that they were slated to become officers in Polish 
forces under Soviet command. When on Christmas Eve, 1940, 
Colonel Berling dressed himself in full Polish uniform and 
went to pay Christmas visits to the “juniors,” one of them, 
hearing what was in store for them, forgot the customary 
respect for higher rank and told the colonel what he thought 
of him and the idea of serving the Soviet Union. The man was 
taken back to Butyrki. Now the ratio of staff to junior officers 
was six to four. 

Of particular importance is the fact that during the con- 
versations at Lubianka and in connection with the problem of 
getting officers for the projected forces, two comments were 
made by N.K.V.D. officials which shed some light on the 
missing officers from Kozelsk, Ostashkov, and Starobelsk. 

Soon after the arrival of the officers at Lubianka, Beria, 
upon conclusion of a discussion, invited Berling, Gorczynski, 
Bukojemski, and Tyszynski for supper at which “even cognac 
was served.” ** During the evening Beria mentioned his inten- 
tion to organize first a Polish armored division. Hearing this, 


Berling asked. . . . “And where will we get officers? I would like 
to have my officers from Starobelsk and Kozelsk.” . . . To this 
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Beria replied. . . . “We have committed a great blunder”; and he 
P 8 ; 

repeated that twice; “We have made a great mistake; we have 

made a great mistake.” 48 


Two weeks later the reference to the missing men came 
up again. According to one of the six officers who was inter- 
viewed by the Beria second-in-command, Merkulov: 


He (Merkulov) asked me if I could command an artillery bri- 
gade. I told him “Yes.” I told him that the number of cannon in a 
brigade like that of artillery would not make too much difference 
to me; but I asked him, “From where will we get other officers, 
since there are’no artillery officers in Grazovec.” I asked him if 
we could not get any Polish officers from either Starobielsk or 
Kozielsk [Polish spellings]. To this I received a reply from Mer- 
kulov: “We have committed an error. .. . These men are not 
available. We will give you others.” 4° 


On November 1, 1940, the six officers were transferred 
to a private house in a suburb of Moscow, Malachovka. It 
was dubbed “‘The Villa of Bliss.” To men who for over a year 
had known the deprivation of the camps and prisons, it was 
bliss. The house was about twenty-five miles from the center 
of Moscow. It was a modern building with steam heating and 
warm showers. It had seven rooms and a kitchen. 

The furnishing of the home was luxurious by prison stand- 
ards—feather pillows, soft armchairs, quilted bedspreads and 
soft mattresses. The house was maintained by two very 
attractive young Russian chambermaids. Two cooks pre- 
pared excellent food. However, the men were not allowed 
to leave the house during the night. One of the colonels, 
Morawski, enjoyed these privileges for only a few days. 
When asked to write a memorandum pertaining to the crea- 
tion of a “Polish Committee” under Soviet auspices and ex- 
pounding his views on the future Polish-Soviet frontier, the 
colonel did so. What he wrote was evidently not to the liking 
of the N.K.V.D. guardians. No more pork chops and caviar— 
back he went to Butyrki prison. 
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During December, “reinforcements,” amounting to eleven 
officers, came from the Red Corner of Camps Grazovec and 
Kozelsk. The total number of the pensioners at the “Villa of 
Bliss” in the winter of 1940 was between twenty and thirty. 

Although the men had full stomachs, this was not by any 
means a happy family. Tempers flared, men eyed each other 
with suspicion, and there was very little communist brotherly 
love. The quarrels and clashes usually centered around Polish 
symbols and values which, in spite of the N.K.V.D. hopes, 
some officers shed very slowly. 

On December 31, 1940, a New Year’s Eve party was ar- 
ranged. Brandy, fresh fruits, and a cold buffet on a spotless 
white-covered table almost guaranteed a good time. Almost. 
. . . When midnight struck, the radio blared the “Interna- 
tionale.” The majority of the officers stood at attention, but 
several hardy souls remained seated. In spite of authoritative 
glares from the high-ranking officers, they did not budge. 

After this incident, the members of the party withdrew 
into their own thoughts. But when a toast was proposed, 
“Long live the Communist Party,” the scene became chaotic. 
Many men refused to drink, one crashed his glass to the floor. 
The next day Colonel Berling gave a one and one-half hour 
speech to the officers, “trying to smooth out the incident.” 

On another occasion someone proposed hanging portraits 
of the Soviet leaders on the walls of the “Villa.” Again some 
men, although in the minority, would not agree. A vote was 
taken and the minority was overridden. The portraits were 
hung on the walls. 

Tension mounted within the group in proportion to the 
pressures to become communist collaborators. On one occa- 
sion Captain Lopianowski, looking at a map of Europe on 
which the Soviet mapmaker already had shown half of Po- 
land as belonging to the Soviet Union, burst out with scathing 
criticism. Berling responded by calling him “a swine and a 
fascist.” A fist fight followed. Later when being encouraged 


152 DEATH IN THE FOREST 


to sign a declaration for a Polish communist paper, Lopianow- 
ski stood up and declared that he wanted to be sent back to 
prison.®! He did not wait long. On March 25, 1941, he was 
sent back to Butyrki prison with another uncooperative officer. 

Although the number of officers at “Villa Bliss” diminished 
progressively, indoctrination went on without any particular 
changes or adjustments. The officers listened to the Soviet 
radio, attended lectures given by Soviet political officers, and 
organized discussion groups among themselves. The Soviet 
press was also available to them. 

From time to time the men were obliged to deliver lec- 
tures. The topics of the lectures had to be related to the fol- 
lowing problems: ideological values of the future leaders of 
the Polish Army, organization of educational centers among 
the Polish population, and “Red Poland—the Seventeenth Re- 
public of the Soviet Union.” After delivering lectures an- 
other two men were taken back to prison. 

Ultimately, after six months, the “Bliss Academy” pro- 
duced thirteen alumni who satisfied their N.K.V.D. super- 
visors. All of them were former officers of the Polish Forces. 
Dressed in civilian clothing, these men were taken to Red 
Square to watch the annual military parade on May 1, 1941. 

Four days after the outbreak of the German-Soviet war 
the ever-suspicious N.K.V.D. officers took the remaining 
thirteen to Moscow and placed them under guard in Apart- 
ment 16, No. 11/12 Neapolitan Street. They were forbidden 
to leave even to gotoa shelter during air raids. But in July 1941, 
each of the men received 1,000 rubles from the N.K.V.D., 
Soviet passports, and permission to move freely about the 
city.’ There were no other officers coming either from 
Grazovec or from Kozelsk, and frustrated Colonel Berling 
announced that since there were no volunteers, no Polish 
Army would be organized, but why not join the Soviet 
Army? This did not appeal immediately to the remaining men. 
Rumors were spreading about the approaching re-establish- 
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ment of Polish-Soviet diplomatic relations. The men knew 
that there were already thousands of Poles in uniform fight- 
ing on the side of the Allies. Where there are soldiers, there 
is a need for officers. They were Polish officers. 

This reasoning must have prevailed among them because, 
on July 31, 1941, when the Sikorski-Maisky agreement was 
announced, the officers formally declined to join the Soviet 
Army. Instead, they applied to join the new Polish forces 
under General Anders."* All thirteen were accepted. At ap- 
proximately the same time, the rejects from the “Villa of 
Bliss,” Lubianka and Butyrki prisons were released and sent 
back to Grazovec camp. They also volunteered for General 
Anders’ forces and were admitted. There are some indications 
that the Poles, although accepting the men from the “Villa 
of Bliss” and from the camp’s Red Corner, kept them under 
subtle surveillance. (Colonel Berling, according to General W. 
Anders, in “. . . September 1942, deserted, stealing documents 
and papers under his care.”) 

When, in 1943, the Union of Polish Patriots with the 
N.K.V.D.’s assistance started to organize Polish units under 
Soviet auspices, some of the alumni of the “Villa of Bliss” 
again crossed the lines.“ They had already left General 
Anders’ units, which pledged their loyalities to the Polish 
Government-in-Exile, and moved to the Polish forces organ- 
ized by the Polish communists. This group was headed by 
Colonel—subsequently General—Berling, who emerged again 
on the communist side. 

In 1942 General Anders’ units, within which the old tradi- 
tional Polish regiments were reactivated, left the Soviet Union 
for the Middle East to join the British 8th Army. As a com- 
ponent of this army they fought with distinction in the Italian 
campaign, suffering heavy casualties, particularly among the 
infantry, in the successful fight for Monte Cassino. A platoon 
of the 12th Polish Armored Lancers’ Regiment—12sty Putk 
Utanéw Podolskich—was first to put its regimental colors on 
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the ruins of the monastery. (This regiment has been famous 
for its discipline and for “doing the impossible” since Napo- 
leonic times. Its flag is in London and many of its officers 
and men live in exile scattered all over the earth.) General 
Berling’s forces fought side by side with the Red Army and 
played a brave part in the offensive on Berlin. 

To return to the massacre itself, there are some facts which 
give a basis for speculation about the personal responsibility 
for the atrocity committed on the prisoners. General Zarubin, 
upon completion of his investigation, went to Moscow. The 
selection of men for death was made in Moscow and tele- 
phoned to the camp administration—in the case of those from 
Camp Kozelsk, at any rate. 

According to the survivors, as reported in Polish sources, 
the procedure of selection was as follows: Around 10 a.m. a 
small crowd of officers eager for departure would gather in 
front of the administration building near the window (of 
which one pane was always open) of the office where the 
telephone was located. They could hear the exchange of the 
names. The N.K.V.D. man at the telephone had difficulties 
with the Polish names and in many instances some shouting 
into the phone followed for the purpose of verification. To 
enumerate thousands of names and to exchange long distance 
identification of the parties on the phone took time, and gave 
opportunities to learn that the calls were coming from Mos- 
cow. 

While the shouting into the phone was going on, the crowd 
of prisoners increased, listening intently to learn whether 
their names were coming up for the road to liberty. The 
optimists believed that some Allied commission in Moscow 
was acting on their behalf. The pessimists thought the names 
were “drawn by a parrot in the service of the N.K.V.D.” 

The evacuation of the three camps was synchronized in 
time and was obviously centrally directed. This fact suggests 
that an office in Moscow decided and planned the extermina- 
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tion. Since the prisoners, as has been clear throughout this 
book, were up to this time under the complete surveillance of 
the N.K.V.D., we may safely assume that the main office of 
the N.K.V.D. in Moscow was directly involved. 

In the spring of 1940 (at the time of the mass executions) 
the chain of the N.K.V.D. command on the highest level, in 
all probability read as follows: Beria, Merkulov, Kruglov, 
Fedotov, and Raikhman—all these men having the rank of a 
general of the N.K.V.D. Beria held highest authority. 

Who gave the order? Was the decision made collectively? 
Did anyone object? There is no way of saying. It is this 
writer’s hypothesis that either Stalin or Beria initiated and/or 
approved the idea of executing the prisoners. The Soviet 
Government executed Beria and Merkulov in 1953. Kruglov 
and Fedotov have disappeared from public life. Raikhman was 
arrested in 1951, released, then arrested again in 1954. His 
whereabouts have been unknown since that time. Still, 
through research, it has been possible to establish a list of 
forty-three N.K.V.D. officials who certainly were connected 
with the planning, processing, guarding, and the execution of 
15,000 Polish prisoners-of-war. The list appears in the Ap- 
pendix. 

Were these N.K.V.D. men complete degenerates or beasts 
who murdered, disregarding Soviet law? Not necessarily 
either. What is difficult for Western man to comprehend is 
the fact that the mass extermination of prisoners could have 
been done within the legal prerogatives of the N.K.V.D. 
Milovan Djilas, a man who knows communism, makes a perti- 
nent statement in this connection. “From theory and practice, 
Communists know that they are in conflict with all other 
classes and ideologies, and behave accordingly. They are fight- 
ing against not only actual but also potential opposition.” °° 
The Soviet security police (known in 1940 as the N.K.V.D.) 
has been the shield and sword of the Soviet State for fighting 
the enemy from within. There was no limit to its exercise of 


156 DEATH IN THE FOREST 


vigilance during Stalin’s era. It was both judge and execu- 
tioner as illustrated by the purges in 1921, 1929, and 1933. The 
N.K.V.D. classification as “enemy of the people,” “class 
enemy,” or whatever nomenclature one prefers to use, led 
naturally to the death penalty. To the N.K.V.D., destruction 
of this kind of “anti-social element” was a duty and they 
went about it with professional detachment. 

It might be pertinent to mention here that two former 
officers of the Soviet security police, now residing in the 
United States, were asked by the writer to express their opin- 
ion about responsibility for the Katyn Massacre. One stated 
that he heard on several occasions from his fellow officers that 
the N.K.V.D. shot the prisoners. The other categorically re- 
fused to talk on this subject. 

The survivors from the three camps said repeatedly that 
the Soviet administrative personnel, other than the N.K.V.D., 
was rather humane. Soviet doctors and nurses in practically 
all instances won the respect and affection of the prisoners. 
They were doing their duty in the best tradition of service 
to humanity and with typically Slavic overt compassion and 
empathy. The N.K.V.D. was also doing its duty, but in its 
job there was no place for compassion, even for Russians, to 
say nothing of Poles. 

In the spring of 1942 a German prisoner-of-war camp in 
Liibeck was electrified with the newest gossip passed by word 
of mouth among the Polish and Belgian prisoners inhabiting 
the camp. The Germans brought in a new prisoner, a Russian. 
The only Russian in the camp, he was placed in-a separate 
room and a guard was posted at his window. 

After a while the identity of the prisoner became known. 
He was none other than Jacob Dzugashvili, Stalin’s son. This 
obviously created quite a sensation in the camp. Both Polish 
and Belgian officers crowded to see him and to talk to him. 
The German authorities even installed a “guest book” which 
had to be signed prior to a visit. Polish First Lieutenant Lews- 
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zecki, who spoke fluent Russian, became rather well ac- 
quainted with Dzugashvili. When, in 1943, the news of the 
discovery of the Katyn Forest graves was announced, Lews- 
zecki went to Stalin’s son to inquire about this affair. 
Dzugashvili’s comments were typical: “What is all that 
noise about 10,000 or 15,000 Poles being killed? During 
the collectivization of Ukraine about three million people 
perished! Why be concerned about the Polish officers. . . . 
Those were intelligentsia, the most dangerous element to us, 
and they had to be eliminated.” He evidently believed they 
were incorrigible, could not be “converted,” and therefore 
had to be liquidated. He reassured Lewszecki that they were 
exterminated “with a humanitarian method unlike the brutal 
tactics of the Germans.” °* 

If the N.K.V.D. men in the eyes of some were brutal, in the 
eyes of the Soviet elite they were merely doing their job. 
However, Stalin himself was not “fair” to the N.K.V.D. when 
in 1944 he ordered the Soviet Special Commission to produce 
evidence of German guilt for the Katyn murder. The Special 
Commission and the N.K.V.D. had to accomplish an impos- 
sible task. They fabricated the famous Soviet Report, but the 
product of their labor could not withstand testing against the 
facts. 

One would think that the story of the “fixing” of the 
Soviet Report could never be known. However, in June 1950, 
in one of the journals published in Russian by Soviet exiles 
in America, a letter to the editor appeared. The letter sheds 
considerable light on the work and findings of the Soviet 
Commission in Katyn and is worth summarizing here. 

The author of the letter, named Ol’shansky, was a former 
associate professor at the University of Voronezh and was 
drafted into the Red Army in 1941. He fought at Stalingrad 
and on the Bielo-Russian front as an officer. After the war was 
over, he was employed in an official capacity in the Soviet 
Zone of Germany from where he escaped to the West. The 
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letter gives a strong impression of veracity and sincerity. It 
deals with Ol’shansky’s friendship with the academician, Dr. 
Nikolay Burdenko, who was the Chairman of the “Special 
Commission for Ascertaining and Investigating the Circum- 
stances of the Shooting of Polish Officer Prisoners by the 
German Fascist Invaders in the Katyn Forest.” 

Burdenko and Ol’shansky’s father (also a doctor) had been 
very good friends since 1919. The strength of the friendship 
is shown by the fact that, although the senior Ol’shansky died 
in 1929, Burdenko still maintained contacts with the deceased’s 
family and helped them financially on many occasions. Ol’- 
shansky junior looked up to Burdenko, who was making a 
career in Moscow. He was an excellent surgeon and became 
Stalin’s personal physician, also treating Molotov and other 
prominent Soviet personalities. In 1939 he became a member 
of the Communist Party. 

Ol’shansky, while fighting on several fronts, maintained 
correspondence with such an important friend. After the war, 
in 1946, he went to Moscow to pay him a visit. At that time 
Burdenko lived on Tverskaya Street. He was ill; he had had 
two strokes and had withdrawn from public life and practice. 
The old friends talked. The discussion touched upon Bur- 
denko’s chairmanship of the Special Commission for investi- 
gating the Katyn graves. The old doctor made a nervous ges- 
ture saying, 

There is no doubt such ‘Katyns’ were and will be happening. . . . 

If you start digging our Mother Russia you will find quite a few 

such excavations. ... We had to make a complete denial of the 

widely spread German accusation. On personal orders of Stalin I 

went to the place where the graves were found. It was a spot 

check and all bodies [in the graves] were four years old. Death 
took place in 1940... . Actually, for me as a doctor, the question 


is clear and there is no argument about it. Our comrades from the 
N.K.V.D. made a great blunder.5? 


Burdenko died in 1946, the same year in which the conver- 
sation took place. 
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Ol’shansky wrote the letter to the press for two reasons: 
he felt sorry for the “suffering” Poles, and he believed that 
many Russians were disgusted with this crime. The fact that 
his friend Burdenko was already dead and could not be held 
responsible for the betrayal of state secrets helped him to 
make up his mind. Undoubtedly there are many people in the 
Soviet Union who have knowledge of the circumstances of 
the murder of the prisoners-of-war. But they are silent for 
readily understandable reasons. 

Soviet authorities, when approached for an explanation con- 
cerning the Katyn Massacre, invariably refer to the report of 
the Soviet Special Commission, chaired by Dr. Burdenko in 
1944. The Report has passages which would be funny, if they 
did not deal with gruesome subject matter. For example, one 
of the most important Soviet witnesses, a woman by the 
name of Moskowskaya, testified that in March 1943 she en- 
countered a Russian soldier who told her that he was com- 
pelled to work under German surveillance in Katyn Forest. His 
job was to remove the documents from the bodies of the 
murdered men, replace them with other sets of documents and 
to shovel the bodies back into the graves. At the beginning 
of April the Germans started to shoot the Soviet prisoners 
who were engaged in the substitution of documents. This 
Russian soldier escaped. 

Of particular importance in this story are the dates. Ac- 
cording to the Soviet protocol, the Russian soldier told Mos- 
kowskaya in March what happened to him in April! 5* Sub- 
sequently Polish sources pointed out this silly discrepancy. 
Yet, it took the Soviet authorities eight years to take correc- 
tive action. Pravda, March 3, 1952, repeating the findings of 
the Soviet Commission, “improved” only one detail—Mos- 
kowskaya’s testimony. In this new version, she met the soldier 
in April and not in March as the previous report stated. 
Pravda did not state whether Moskowskaya changed her 
testimony. One thing, however, is sure. Someone in the Soviet 
Union still is interested in reading whatever is written about 
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Katyn and tries to patch up the Soviet Report here and there. 
The report seems to be still under revision in order to make it 
as effective as possible. 

Within the framework of the N.K.V.D. assignment, one 
can say that their work with the Poles was not entirely 
wasted. They exterminated approximately 15,000. Yet, about 
400 could be worked with further. The N.K.V.D. could not 
anticipate as early as spring 1940 that there would be war 
with Germany and that these 400 Poles would become allies 
and be taken from N.K.V.D. hands. Nevertheless, dealing 
with the Poles provided the N.K.V.D. a valuable initial ex- 
perience in conditioning and manipulating attitudes of captive 
prisoners-of-war. They learned that indoctrination of such a 
group is very difficult, and requires an adjustment to cultural 
backgrounds. 

One has a distinct impression that, generally speaking, the 
N.K.V.D. indoctrination of the Poles failed miserably. Al- 
lowing for the cultural peculiarities of the Poles (which made 
them less susceptible to communist propaganda), this might 
be explained in the initial “intellectual” approach of the 
N.K.V.D. When “the battle for the mind” was kept on the 
level of the exchange of ideas, the Poles not only held their 
own but their values were strengthened by the inability of the 
N.K.V.D. men to fence intellectually and to undermine pris- 
oners’ beliefs. 

Katyn apparently convinced the N.K.V.D. that mass ex- 
ecutions are also failures, and carry serious dangers of later 
exposure because of the difficulties of concealing an action of 
such dimensions. The need to continue the doctoring of the 
report, already shown, is a further evidence of the risks of 
such an action. There seems to be no evidence, so far dis- 
covered, of a “Katyn” performed on Germans or Japanese. 
The death of the Poles was considered to be a “mistake” 
among the N.K.V.D. leaders. The steel fist of the N.K.V.D. 
had to be veiled a little when employed in propaganda work. 
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Conditioning became, above all, more adjusted to cultural dif- 
ferences. This is illustrated by the change of approach in 
treatment of German, Hungarian, and other pro-German 
troops captured after the outbreak of the German-Soviet war. 

It took the N.K.V.D. 18 months to produce thirteen pre- 
sumably “Red Poles” from among the prisoners (the Villa of 
Bliss alumni). With some refinements of approach, three 
months after the outbreak of the German-Soviet war hundreds 
of newly-captured German, Hungarian, and Slovak prisoners 
were already indoctrinated and employed by Russian propa- 
ganda machinery, issuing communist-inspired appeals to their 
respective countrymen. But they were not officers. It is possible 
that N.K.V.D., as a result of work with the Poles, shifted the 
emphasis from officers to the enlisted men. This does not mean 
that the officers were left alone. But the propaganda approach 
toward this group was more deliberate and more time was al- 
lowed for its penetration. 

With the German prisoners the work of indoctrination was 
progressing quite successfully. The Soviet-German war started 
on June 21, 1941. On October 8 of the same year the First 
Conference of German Prisoners (privates and non-commis- 
sioned), 158 in number, took place. The first speaker was 
Private Helmut Fleschner: “Comrades! We have all experi- 
enced the hardships of lying in the mud, under a hurricane of 
fire: and more than once when the situation became critical 
we have seen our officers running to take cover and then yell- 
ing at us... .” °° The objectives were the same as before— 
first of all to destroy former loyalties and the structure of 
affiliations. 

The Free Germany Committee was set up on July 8, 1943. 
The “German Officers Corps” also came into existence. Ger- 
man officers of all ranks participated. They were given more 
time than the Poles for the purpose of indoctrination. Of 
course, not all the German soldiers joined. The story of those 
who did, and who did not, and why, does not belong here.” 
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The only point is that the N.K.V.D. evidently was making 
good use of its experience with the Polish prisoners-of-war in 
its subsequent work with prisoners, Germans and Japanese in 
particular.* 

It is possible that the Chinese learned from N.K.V.D. ex- 
perience (it has been established that Soviet advisors were 
supervising and directing Chinese indoctrination programs in 
some cases for the American prisoners captured in Korea). In 
any case the Chinese did avoid the N.K.V.D. policy of 
plain and direct mass murdering of prisoners. In their dealings 
with the prisoners-of-war they supplied a relatively more so- 
phisticated staff for direct contacts during the interviews. 
(General Zarubin, who was a sophisticated man, called on 
only one Polish camp, Kozelsk, possibly to “sample” the 
prisoners’ attitudes.) But above all, the Chinese stressed even 
more the environmental conditioning, in many instances at- 
tacking the men on the level of their reflexes. They did so 
with the skill and incisiveness of a surgeon, and with a con- 
siderable insight into the cultural values of Americans.” 
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Soviet P.W. Camps (n.d.), part 6, pp. 1-4. 
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IX 


Problems Caused by 
Katyn after the War 


THIs FINAL CHAPTER deals with several topics. First, an at- 
tempt will be made to describe the effects of the Katyn case 
upon the relationship between Polish public opinion and the 
contemporary government of Poland. Second, the difficulties 
encountered with the Soviet Government in this connection 
will be briefly sketched. Third, postwar policies of the United 
States and Great Britain will be described. In conclusion, the 
implications of the Katyn case with regard to current inter- 
national agreements regulating the treatment of war prisoners 
will be discussed. 


REACTIONS OF THE POLISH AND SOVIET 
GOVERNMENTS: DISCREPANCIES 
AND DIFFICULTIES 


The present Government of the People’s Republic of Po- 
land seems unable to live down Katyn. The evil and injury 
of Katyn lives on and embitters relations between the people 
and the government. From time to time a little news trickles 
out of Poland on this subject. Originally the Polish commu- 
nists decided to meet the Katyn affair head on. The first step 
was the visit of Colonel Berling on January 30, 1944, to the 
Katyn graves with a delegation of Polish units which had been 
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formed under the auspices of Polish communists in the Soviet 
Union. Colonel Berling was the officer who heard Beria’s 
statement about the “great mistake” made with his 15,000 
fellow prisoners. This did not prevent the former graduate 
of the “Villa of Bliss” from delivering a speech: “Those to 
whose memory we today pay homage fell into the clutches 
of the implacable enemy—Germany.... The graves of Poles 
murdered by Germans cry out for vengeance. It is we who 
must avenge them. We will avenge them.” * 

An N.K.V.D. major also delivered an eloquent speech on 
behalf of the dead. A parade was held in front of the graves 
and a public collection was taken to gather money for a tank 
unit to be called “Avengers of Katyn.” The collection was 
taken up among Berling’s forces, Soviet citizens in general, 
and the Red Army. N.K.V.D. officers participated actively in 
the organization of collection and even contributed some 
money. Whether the tanks were purchased and if they acted 
as “avengers” cannot be established. 

After the war, the American and the British governments 
ceased to recognize the Polish Government-in-Exile with its 
domicile in London. Its Prime Minister, Stanistaw Mikota- 
jezyk, returned to Poland “to assume the duties of Vice- 
Premier and Minister of Agriculture in the Provisional Gov- 
ernment of National Unity in Warsaw.” This government, 
from the outset, was strongly dominated by the communists. 
Nevertheless, Mikotajczyk hoped to perform some construc- 
tive political action on behalf of the Polish Peasant Party, 
which he represented. He was then approached by the Polish 
Attorney General, Jerzy Sawicki, on the subject of Katyn. 
Sawicki contacted Mikotajczyk in Warsaw in June 1945. He 
said he was acting in accordance with the wishes of the Min- 
ister of Justice, Mr. Swigtkowski. Would Mr. Mikolajczyk 
testify if a public trial were arranged in Warsaw to deal with 
the Katyn massacre? 

Mikotajczyk was most enthusiastic about the trial, stating 
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that the Katyn affair ought to be settled by a Polish court. 
Then Sawicki asked, “...and what would you like to tell in 
such a public trial?” To this Mikotajczyk replied that he 
would tell all he knew about it and that it also would be de- 
sirable to submit all the data gathered by the Germans and by 
the Poles abroad. Sawicki appeared dissatisfied and terminated 
the interview. At about this time some preparation of Polish 
public opinion began with articles appearing in the press.’ 

Subsequently, according to Mikolajczyk, Sawicki and Swi- 
atkowski went to Moscow for discussions concerning the 
possibility of arranging the trial in Warsaw. They argued that 
a public trial was desirable because Polish public opinion held 
the Soviet Government responsible for the murder. A public 
trial proving that German forces were responsible for the 
atrocity would contribute greatly to better Soviet-Polish re- 
lations. Both men supposedly were told in Moscow to drop 
the whole matter.’ 

To this day no Katyn trial has been held in Poland. The 
Katyn affair continued to disturb Polish communists. Persons 
indirectly connected with the murder were approached. In 
June 1945 Polish authorities demanded that Mr. Goetel, a 
Polish writer who had visited the Katyn graves during the 
exhumations by the Germans, “sign a statement that he was 
kept by force at Katyn and that his main impression in Katyn 
was that the massacre was done by Germans.” * Mr. Goetel 
immediately escaped from Poland. 

Two years later a smooth-talking Polish officer who intro- 
duced himself as Alex Dobrowolski, an adjutant to the Polish 
military attaché in Rome, approached Mr. Kawecki, a Pole 
living in the Italian village of Recceone. As a journalist, Ka- 
wecki had visited the Katyn graves. The officer tried to per- 
suade Kawecki to sign a declaration renouncing his formerly 
expressed views that the massacre was committed by Russians. 
The officer had two typed declarations in his pocket and 
presented them to Kawecki. Kawecki noticed while he read 
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them, that the man put a roll of American dollars on the table. 
Kawecki refused to accept the money or to sign the state- 
ments.® 

On February 13, 1948, a Swedish paper, Dagens Nyheter, 
published a story which supposedly came frorn Poland. Ac- 
cording to this, the Polish Government evidently had recog- 
nized how flimsy was the evidence upon which the Soviet 
defense was built and had decided to conduct an independent 
and confidential investigation. Dr. Roman Martini had been 
assigned the task in 1945. Dr. Martini scrupulously gathered 
data, and came to the conclusion the N.K.V.D. was guilty. 

Several weeks later, on March 30, 1946, he was murdered 
in Krakéw by two hotheaded youthful communists—a girl of 
seventeen, Jolanta Stapianka, and a man of twenty, Stanis- 
law Wroblewski. 

A Polish political figure who resides in the U. S. today but 
who was still in Poland in 1946 corroborates these events in his 
memoirs. In his book published in Paris by the Polish Literary 
Institute in 1956, he reports the same story under the entry 
“April 30, 1946,” ® or one month after the reported occur- 
rence of the murder. Whether the story is true, it is impossible 
to say. This writer is inclined to doubt its validity. It is re- 
ported here as an illustration of the persistence with which 
Katyn reappears in the press, and as an example of a possible 
fabrication further clouding the problem. 

The Katyn Massacre has been a weak spot of the Polish 
Communist Government. In fact, it must be so long as the 
Government refuses to face it. It is evident from the Govern- 
ment’s actions that its inability to bring the Katyn affair to an 
end frustrates even the Polish communists. This frustration is 
manifested sometimes by outbursts of anger or by silence 
when the logic of the situation demands some clarifying 
statement. To illustrate: when the United States Congress 
initiated an inquiry into the Katyn Massacre in the spring of 
1952 (to be discussed below), the official organ of the Polish 
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Communist Party, Try buna Ludu, exploded with a front-page 
statement. The title was self-explanatory: “The Polish nation 
with indignation condemns the cynical provocations of im- 
perialistic Americans preying on the tragic death of thousands 
of Polish citizens in Katyn. Statement of the Government of 
the Polish People’s Republic.” 7 The content of the statement 
was an attack on the United States, repeating the Soviet ver- 
sion of responsibility for the Katyn Massacre. Protest meet- 
ings were arranged in factories. Articles against “imperialist 
provocation” appeared.® 

In 1951 the Investigating Committee of the United States 
Congress invited the Polish Government to present any “evi- 
dence, documents, and witnesses it may desire.” ® Through 
the U.S. Department of State the Polish Government replied 
that it “does not intend to return to the matter again.” 7° 

Despite this declaration, under the auspices of the Polish 
Government a book about the Katyn Massacre was published 
in Poland under the title, “The Truth about Katyn.” *? Poles 
bought the book through two editions with understandable 
eagerness. This book deserves attention because it is the only 
document of a definitive character on the subject of Katyn 
printed with tacit approval of the Government of the Polish 
People’s Republic. 

In the strictest sense, the work does not deal primarily with 
an analysis of the Katyn Forest crime. Although the book 
consists of 218 pages, only 24 pages (pp. 68-91) deal speci- 
fically with the problem. The rest (except an appendix) is an 
attack on the United States. The author concludes that Ger- 
man units committed the Katyn Forest Massacre. Unfor- 
tunately, any source which might belie the writer’s thesis is 
conveniently omitted. The testimony of the men from Gra- 
zovec is not even mentioned. Omitted in both editions is the 
wealth of data gathered by the U.S. Congressional Committee 
and the Polish Government-in-Exile, except for carefully 
selected points taken out of context. 
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On the whole the author repeats the Soviet account (dis- 
cussed in chapter IV) of the affair, adding the following 
arguments: 

(1) The Germans knew long before the Katyn investiga- 
tion about the Katyn graves, therefore it was they who killed 
the Poles. This does not necessarily follow, but the argument 
is worthy of comment. Indeed, passing German combat units, 
and the men stationed in the area, as early as spring 1942, 
gathered hearsay from the local population about mass graves 
of Poles in the forest. Some passing workers of Polish origin 
employed by German construction and civil engineering firms 
trampled the forest looking for the graves of their country- 
men and found some outlines of the graves at that time. Had 
the Germans been guilty it seems unlikely they would have 
permitted this, especially if they had not yet substituted the 
documents, which the Soviet sources claim was done in March 
1943. These men were truck drivers in transit and could not 
explore further. They built a small wooden cross in the area 
and left. 

On one occasion a German officer saw a wolf dragging 
out a bone which could have been human. However, during 
the fighting in Eastern Europe and Russia there was nothing 
unusual in finding human graves. The investigation really 
started in the last week of February 1943, when Lieutenant 
Voss of the German Field Police collated the information, 
systematically searched for bodies and found them.” He then 
reported to his superiors. 

(2) The second argument says that the documents found 
on the bodies of the slaughtered men were German-fabricated 
in the concentration camp of Sachsenhausen and then inserted 
into the uniforms at the graves.’ 

(3) The fact that German ammunition was used is further 
submitted as evidence of German guilt. 

(4) The names of three persons are cited who, according 
to the author of the book, could not have been in the Katyn 
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graves. Although the Germans reported finding their bodies, 
only their documents were there. The author claims that in 
two instances the men were actually in concentration camps 
from where their documents were taken and then inserted 
into the uniforms of the murdered prisoners.’* 

The book has thirty-six pictures. None are of the bodies 
of the victims or of their belongings. The only picture which 
deals directly with Katyn is that of a Soviet sign post which 
says in the Russian language, “Here in the forest of Katyn in 
the fall of 1941 Hitlerices shot 11,000 Polish prisoners, officers, 
and soldiers. The men of the Red Army avenge them!” *® 

The remaining pictures are a hodgepodge: Germans com- 
mitting atrocities in Poland and elsewhere; a meeting of the 
Ku Klux Klan; containers for “insects infected with cholera 
and plague dropped by American planes in Korea.” The ar- 
rangement is not casual. There is a picture of several German 
policemen standing over bodies prostrate on the ground. The 
picture which follows is that of a group of American soldiers 
searching a group of civilians. 

The author describes German atrocities in Rawa Ruska, 
Deblin and Ostrow Mazowiecki (Polish territories), in each 
instance describing the method of killing as being “exactly as 
in Katyn.” 1° He offers these as additional proof of the Ger- 
man responsibility for the mass murder in Katyn.!" 

It would have been better had Polish communists not pub- 
lished the book at all, because it proved one thing clearly— 
that the Soviet Government did not take the Polish com- 
munists into its confidence. The writer sponsored by them 
was not given access to the N.K.V.D. files concerning the 
Polish officers and men from the camps of Starobelsk, Os- 
tashkov, and Kozelsk. The Soviet Report was the only Soviet 
“primary” source connected with the Katyn affair given to 
him by the Soviet side. He had to use it, and in doing so 
magnified the flimsiness of the Soviet stand."® 

Jerzy Sawicki, the Polish Attorney General in the post- 
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war years, would probably, because of his position and inter- 
ests, be best qualified to write on this subject. For years he 
has been concerned with the problem of genocide. Yet he is 
silent concerning Katyn.’® 

When on March 25, 1957, the Polish Government under 
the direction of Mr. Gomédtka signed the Repatriation Agree- 
ment with representatives of the Soviet Union, many Poles 
held their breath. According to this agreement Poles still de- 
tained in the Soviet Union were eligible for return to Poland. 
Names of those from Camps Ostashkov and Starobelsk who 
had been missing since the spring of 1940 were known. It 
was hoped, particularly by the families of the missing men, 
that among the thousands returning some of them would also 
return. Their hopes were in vain.” 

A survey of Polish # and Soviet * bibliographical sources 
indicates that, aside from a sporadic reaction to the U.S. Con- 
gressional investigation of the Katyn matter in 1952, the lit- 
erature and press in both countries are relatively silent on this 
subject. However, this is not the case in Western Germany.”* 
German public opinion does not wish Germany to be blamed 
for this murder. When one recalls the manner in which the 
Katyn affair was handled at the Nuremberg trial, one can 
understand why the German press does not consider the 
Katyn case closed.” 

From time to time a whispered rumor circulates in Polish 
society: The government will investigate Katyn. Any polit- 
ical leader who attempts this will achieve considerable popu- 
larity at home and a negative reaction from the Soviet Union. 
This is the reality of the present situation in Eastern Europe. 
So long as the Soviet Government refuses to deal with the 
known facts of the matter, the Polish communists have no 
way to handle the problem. Meanwhile, both governments 
face an apparent impasse, unless they wish to seem inconsis- 
tent. 

Polish communists, particularly the leaders, are too well 
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acquainted with the operations of the Soviet security police 
during Stalin’s era to believe the Soviet Report. However, 
until the Soviet Union gives permission to investigate, the 
matter has to be pigeonholed. Meanwhile, the version ac- 
cepted informally by Polish communists is this: The officers 
in Camp Kozelsk, for one reason or another, revolted. In 
reprisal the N.K.V.D. executed them. As to the missing 10,000 
men from Camps Ostashkov and Starobelsk, the Polish com- 
munists have no “line” for an explanation. 

The communist parties of other European countries not 
directly connected with Katyn have at times attempted to 
intimidate the scientists who participated in the International 
Commission and visited the graves in 1943. Dr. Markov from 
Bulgaria and Dr. Hajek from Czechoslovakia, in particular, 
were subjected to pressure to repudiate their findings.?° Both 
men recanted. It is not mere coincidence that Bulgaria and 
Czechoslovakia have communist governments and both coun- 
tries lie within the Soviet sphere of influence. 

When the communists tried to intimidate scientists living 
in democratic countries, the results were different. They not 
only failed, but later some of the men came voluntarily to 
the U.S. Congressional Committee to testify and to reaffirm 
their conclusions. 


In October 1946 the Swiss communists introduced a motion in 
the Grand Council . . . of the Canton of Geneva, concerning the 
professor of medical jurisprudence, Dr. Francis Naville, and his 
participation in the European [International] Commission at Katyn. 
They requested either his dismissal for participating in the “Katyn 
provocation” or, alternatively, that he should revoke the findings 
of the Commission. On January 17th, 1947, after the Grand Coun- 
cil had heard an explanatory report by Professor Naville, the 
chairman of the cantonal Government stated, on behalf of his 
Government, that Professor Naville’s behaviour had been in full 
accordance with the profession’s ethics and principles of honour, 
and that his new report fully explained the conclusions drawn in 
his former report of 1943.” 26 
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The other four distinguished doctors, members of the Inter- 
national Commission—Palmieri in Italy and Tramsen from 
Denmark, Orsos (formerly from Hungary), and Miloslavitch 
(formerly from Croatia)—came forward and reiterated their 
conclusions.?" The communist parties hastily dropped the af- 
fair. 


POLICIES OF THE AMERICAN AND BRITISH 
GOVERNMENTS TOWARD THE 
KATYN INCIDENT 


The massacre of Katyn produced strange effects in the 
United States. A personal friend of President Roosevelt was 
assigned to a remote diplomatic post in Samoa; the career 
of a colonel who did his duty in reporting what he knew 
about the affair was impaired; U.S. Military Intelligence re- 
fused to give the Congress access to its report concerning 
the matter; ultimately this very report vanished. 

The State Department knew the details concerning the dis- 
appearance of the men as early as the winter of 1942. Captain 
Czapski’s report, with the names and the data gathered from 
the survivors from Camp Grazovec, was given to the United 
States Ambassador in Moscow and dispatched to the State De- 
partment in Washington on February 7, 1942.78 Supplemen- 
tary information followed. 

After the Polish units left Russia for the Middle East, Amer- 
ican and British authorities attached their own intelligence 
officers as liaisons to the Poles. Lieutenant Colonel Szymanski 
represented the Americans and Lieutenant Colonel Hulls, the 
British forces. Both men were already compiling material on 
the missing men by June 1942. As liaison officers they had un- 
hampered access to the Poles, lived with them in the Middle 
East, and therefore could obtain information covering all pos- 
sible known aspects of the story. Lieutenant Colonel Szyman- 
ski reported his findings to Army headquarters in Washington, 
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including with it the report of his British colleague. Intelli- 
gence on this topic was exchanged, as a matter of courtesy be- 
tween the Allies.”* 

When in April 1943 the Katyn graves were examined, 
written depositions of the alumni of the “Villa of Bliss,” re- 
peating Beria’s and Merkulov’s statements about the “great 
mistake” they had made with respect to the missing Polish 
prisoners-of-war,®° were delivered by Poles to the Office of 
the Military Attaché of the American Legation in Cairo. On 
April 30, 1943, Lieutenant Colonel Szymanski sent an addi- 
tional report dealing specifically with the Katyn Massacre, to 
General George Strong, Chief of U.S. Army Intelligence.* 

By that time material on the Katyn case and the missing 
men was voluminous and had become important enough po- 
litically to require its organization. Consequently, the Head 
of the Eastern European Section of U.S. Military Intelligence, 
Colonel Ivan Downs Yeaton, ordered the Polish desk of his 
section to prepare a special file on “Katyn.” The file was com- 
piled in the spring of 1943. All of Szymanski’s reports, includ- 
ing that of his British colleague, were in the file.*? 

At the same time Mr. John F. Carter, chief of a small, select 
research team working especially for President Roosevelt, re- 
ported orally to the president on Katyn. The findings of 
Carter’s team (which included experts on Germany) were 
that Goebbels was telling the truth. Subsequently he dispatched 
his findings to the president in writing, including also a com- 
prehensive report prepared by Polish military intelligence.** 

On May 22, 1945, Lieutenant Colonel John H. Van Vliet, 
Jr., of the U.S. Army reported to General Clayton Bissell, 
Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2 (Intelligence) War Department, 
General Staff, on the subject of the Katyn Massacre. Lieuten- 
ant Colonel Van Vliet had been captured by the Germans in 
battle. During his captivity he was taken, with another Amer- 
ican prisoner, Captain Donald B. Stewart, to the Katyn graves. 
It may be recalled that the German authorities irtsisted on the 
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creation of delegations among prisoners of various nationalities 
and took them to Katyn Forest. Whatever the purpose of 
German propaganda, the fact remained that Colonel Van Vliet 
had a chance to see with his own eyes the manner and circum- 
stances of exhumation, talk to the members of the International 
Commission and generally make up his own mind about the 
responsibility for the tragedy. 

Upon his liberation, Van Vliet reported to General Bissell, 
and dictated his report in the office of the intelligence agency. 
The general ordered Van Vliet’s report to be stamped “Top 
Secret” and told Van Vliet “to remain silent on this matter.” *4 

It appears, then, that the United States Government was in 
possession of the following reliable and well-documented ma- 
terial on this case: 

(1) Colonel Szymanski’s United States Army report, 

(2) British Intelligence reports (including the observations 

of a British medical officer), 

(3) Polish Intelligence reports, 

(4) The report of Admiral William H. Standley, the 
United States Ambassador to Moscow (1941-1943), 

(5) John F. Carter’s research group report, submitted to 
the president, 

(6) The report of Anthony J. Drexel Biddle, the United 
States Ambassador to Polish and Belgian Governments- 
in-Exile, 

(7) The report of the Minister, Special Emissary for Bal- 
kan Affairs, Mr. George H. Earle, 

(8) The report of Colonel John H. Van Vliet, United 
States Army. 

All of these documents either by implication or in plain 

words blamed the Soviet Government for the massacre. 

There was also an additional paper concerning Katyn at the 
disposal of the State Department. This was a report written by 
Miss Kathleen Harriman, the twenty-five-year-old daughter of 
the American Ambassador to the Soviet Union (1943-1946). 
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It may be recalled that Miss Harriman went to visit the 
graves during the Soviet investigation and arrived at the con- 
clusion that the Germans committed the massacre. 

The United States Department of State seems to have been 
more inclined to rely on Miss Harriman’s account than on the 
reports of its two ambassadors, one minister, two lieutenant 
colonels, the results of a study by a presidential research team, 
and the information supplied by the British and Polish intelli- 
gence agencies. 

When, from September 21, 1944, to July 5, 1945, Arthur 
Bliss Lane was in the State Department preparing for his duties 
as Ambassador to the Polish Government in Warsaw, he was 
interested in obtaining reliable information on this topic, so 
important to Poles. According to his own words, the only 
“document” he was able to see was the paper by Miss Harri- 
man. 

Justice Robert H. Jackson fared little better when acting as 
Representative and Chief Counsel for the United States at the 
Nuremberg prosecutions. His staff received on February 26, 
1946, from the American Military Intelligence, several docu- 
ments all classified “secret.” In his own words, these included 
“che German report accusing the Soviet, two Soviet docu- 
ments accusing the Nazis and a paper labeled ‘Excerpts of con- 
versations between Sikorski, Anders, Stalin, and Molotov.’ ” #5 

When the handling of the Katyn affair by the agencies of 
the United States Government is reviewed, it appears that on 
the highest policymaking level there were definite attempts 
to suppress information concerning it, particularly when such 
information contradicted the Soviet version. Nor was this all, 
the men who voiced their opinion about the possibility of 
Soviet guilt seem to have been punished. 

On December 19, 1943, the United States War Department 
expressed dissatisfaction with Colonel Szymanski, charging 
him with having furnished only a small amount of informa- 
tion, “duplication,” and with “bias in opinion in favor of the 
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Polish group which is anti-Soviet.” A telegram sharply criti- 
cizing Szymanski was sent from the War Department in 
Washington to his immediate superiors in the Middle East.** 
It is of great importance to notice that the Washington reaction 
followed the discovery of the Katyn graves and Szymanski’s 
additional reports on that subject. It is also significant that the 
War Department had already labeled “anti-Soviet” the Polish 
units evacuated from the Soviet Union. 

It was not the only time an American official suffered for 
reporting honestly his views on the responsibility for the 
Katyn Massacre. President Roosevelt himself banished a man 
with ministerial rank to a remote island in the Pacific for the 
same reason. 

Mr. George Howard Earle, a rather colorful and contro- 
versial political figure, had formerly served as Minister to Bul- 
garia and as Minister to Austria. In 1943 he was Special Emis- 
sary of President Roosevelt for Balkan Affairs, assigned to 
Turkey. He also held an officer’s rank in the United States 
Navy. Earle traveled through the Balkans gathering intelli- 
gence useful to the United States Government. Through his 
contacts in Romania and Bulgaria he received information 
bearing on the responsibility for the Katyn murder. He also 
obtained some photographs of the graves and exhumations. 
Knowing already that the affair was the official reason for the 
break of Polish-Soviet diplomatic relations, he collated the 
materials and went to see President Roosevelt personally. 

In May 1944, Earle submitted to the president the pictures 
and his impressions about the case, affirming Soviet guilt. The 
president’s reaction was to the contrary: “George, this is 
entirely German propaganda and a German plot. I am abso- 
lutely convinced the Russians did not do this.” ** Earle was 
dismayed because he thought he had evidence which was quite 
convincing. Returning to Turkey, he carried on his duties, 
but evidently the Katyn affair and the president’s general atti- 
tude toward it disturbed him, for upon his return to the 
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United States from his mission, he decided to write ‘“‘a com- 
plete statement about Katyn.” 

On March 22, 1945, he wrote a personal letter to the presi- 
dent saying that unless he heard from Roosevelt to the con- 
trary by March 28, 1945, he would publish the article on 
Katyn. In two days he received a letter on White House 
stationary dated March 24, 1945. President Roosevelt wrote: 


I have noted with concern your plan to publish your unfavor- 
able opinion of one of our allies... . 

I not only do not wish it, but I specifically forbid you to publish 
any information or opinion about an ally that you may have ac- 
quired while in office or in the service of the United States 
Navy.38 


Shortly afterwards Earle got an order transferring him to 
Samoa. 

This was a blow to a man who already had established a 
network of contacts supplying him with information about 
Southern Europe, traveled widely, and held responsible posi- 
tions. Now he was to be sent to the middle of the Pacific 
Ocean. He wrote another letter to Roosevelt telling him that 
he did not want to go to Samoa. Roosevelt replied but refused 
to change his decision. 

Earle went to Samoa and was there until Roosevelt’s death. 
Subsequently, he was immediately recalled to the United 
States, where the Chief of Personnel of the Navy and Com- 
modore Vardaman, the President’s naval aide, apologized to 
him and assured him that his being sent to Samoa was not 
the decision of the Navy Department. 

Viewing Roosevelt’s attitude toward the Soviet Government 
from the narrow sector of the Katyn affair, one is forced to 
the conclusion that the President decided not to be concerned 
with the truth of the matter. 

The policy of muzzling those who blamed the Soviet 
Government for Katyn extended downward. The Polish, 
German, and Italian minorities in the United States had their 
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own broadcasting stations and daily programs. Using their 
native languages, the newscasters explored the issues con- 
cerning their respective nationalities in greater depth than 
the ordinary American newscasters were inclined to do. Some 
of the sentiments voiced directly or by implication by 
the foreign-language programs quite often clashed with the 
interests of the United States. Therefore, it was necessary to 
establish a federal agency to scrutinize foreign-language press 
and broadcasts in the United States during the war—the 
Foreign Language Division of the Office of War Information. 
The men responsible for this job had difficult problems. 

When the news of Katyn was published, a Detroit an- 
nouncer in the Polish language, Marian Kreutz, an anti-com- 
munist by conviction, using materials supplied by a press 
agency of the Polish Government-in-Exile, condemned the 
Soviet Government for the Katyn Massacre. A slap from the 
Foreign Language Division came quite promptly. According 
to Allen Cranston, former Chief of the Division, the broad- 
caster “was asked to restrict his activities on the air, ... to 
news from reputable American wire services and was re- 
quested to avoid making propaganda over the air.” *° The 
anti-communist broadcaster was silenced at once.*2 

The manner and promptness with which this agency re- 
acted to the Katyn affair when Soviet guilt was implied, as 
compared with the handling of pro-communist broadcasts— 
which were not discouraged—is a further illustration of the 
official position taken by the United States Government in 
this matter. 

In 1944 nine members of Congress, all Americans of Polish 
descent, disgusted with the manner in which the Katyn affair 
was being handled in America, requested from the War De- 
partment the reports which had been sent from the Middle 
East by Colonel Szymanski on this subject. The Congressmen 
were told that the matter was “secret.” 42 They did not re- 
ceive Szymanski’s reports. 
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It is the sad duty of policymakers to make, on behalf of the 
“national interest,” choices between greater and lesser evils. 
This book is being written in 1962 and not in 1943-1944, when 
the general climate of public opinion and mood of the leaders 
were geared first of all to the defeat of Germany. It can be 
understood why President Roosevelt avoided the issues which 
could bring about disharmony. 

It might be the subject of interesting speculations, however, 
why after the cessation of hostilities in Europe the Katyn 
affair was still suppressed by governmental officials in the 
United States? 

As has been said above, Lieutenant Colonel Van Vliet 
submitted his observations concerning Katyn to the American 
Military Intelligence after the surrender of Germany. It was 
stamped “Top Secret.” In fact, it became so “secret” that it 
could not be located when searched for later on. 

The officer responsible for the classification of the docu- 
ment, Major General Clayton Bissell, was ultimately called 
before a Congressional Committee in 1952 to explain his posi- 
tion in this matter. 

General Bissell was the Assistant Chief of Staff of Ameri- 
can Military Intelligence in the War Department between 
February 1944 and January 1946. He was the man who re- 
ceived Colonel Van Vliet’s report in April 1945. The general 
was placed in an embarrassing position with respect to Katyn, 
even before Van Vliet appeared in his office. 

The Poles in London traced developments concerning 
Katyn in the United States very diligently, indeed. On the 
day preceding Van Vliet’s appearance at General Bissell’s 
office, the Polish Government-in-Exile awarded General Bis- 
sell one of their highest orders (Krzyz Komandorski Orderu 
Odrodzenia Polski).** On May 22, 1945, Colonel Van Vliet 
reported to the general his findings asserting Soviet guilt. 

Explaining to the Congressional Committee why he classi- 
fied Van Vliet’s report as “Top Secret,” he said, “I saw in 
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” 


it great possibilities of embarrassment; so I classified it. . . . 
It was the general’s opinion that it was the intention of the 
Commander-in-Chief (President Roosevelt) to induce the 
Soviet Union to fight Japan. Therefore the general felt he 
should do nothing to put a strain on Soviet-American rela- 
tions.*4 

“Poland couldn’t participate in the war with Japan. The 
Russians could participate in it. Those were the factors.” * 
Then, he pointed out that the U.N. Charter was already in 
the process of formulation. The general knew this and, as a 
matter of fact, in his capacity was asked to comment on its 
content. “I don’t think the Russians would have sat down 
the first time if that [the Katyn problem in general and Van 
Vliet’s report specifically] had come out. They would have 
gotten mad....” 

Therefore he suppressed the report. 

Subsequently the report disappeared.‘7 

Even in the postwar years, after President Roosevelt had 
died, the war with Japan was over, and the U.N. Charter was 
already in effect—the policy of suppressing the Katyn case 
was continued by the State Department. The war was over 
for several years when Mr. Czapski, the man so actively en- 
gaged in searching for the missing men in Russia, and himself 
a survivor of the annihilation, came to the United States for a 
visit in the early spring of 1950. The Voice of America in- 
vited him to make a broadcast in the Polish language to Po- 
land. He submitted a script. From it officials of the Voice of 
America meticulously eliminated all references to the Katyn 
Massacre. He was not even allowed to mention the word 
“Katyn.” # 

Whatever the official position of the United States Govern- 
ment concerning the Katyn affair, many Americans not only 
abhorred the crime but resented the manner in which know]l- 
edge of it was kept from the public. In 1949 a group of dis- 
tinguished personalities from American public life organized 


PROBLEMS CAUSED BY KATYN 187 


themselves for the purpose of inquiring into the matter. The 
American Committee for the Investigation of the Katyn Mas- 
sacre, Inc., came into being.*® State Department or not, the 
members started a vigorous campaign to bring the case to the 
attention of the public. The former American Ambassador to 
Poland, Arthur Bliss Lane, as the chairman of the organiza- 
tion, made public speeches, wrote articles. So did the other 
members. By 1951 the United States was involved in the 
Korean conflict and the treatment of prisoners-of-war created 
considerable concern. Approaching national elections and a 
search for political ammunition helped. The United States 
Congress decided to investigate the affair of Katyn. 

A Special Congressional Committee was established. The 
Committee commenced its hearings on October 1, 1951, in 
Washington, D.C. Subsequently the hearings were conducted 
in Chicago, London, Frankfurt, Berlin (subcommittee) and 
Naples.” In total, 81 witnesses were heard, 183 exhibits 
studied, and more than 100 depositions were taken from wit- 
nesses who could not appear at the hearings. “In addition, the 
Committee staff . . . questioned more than 200 other individ- 
uals who offered to appear as witnesses but whose informa- 
tion was mostly of a corroborating nature.” °! Except for one 
instance when a masked witness, “Joe Doe,” appeared, all of 
the testimony contributed to the clarification of the case. 
Yet, the atmosphere of the hearings was distinctly not im- 
partial. It was anti-Soviet in its tenor. 

The Committee extended invitations to participate in the 
hearings to the Soviet Government, the Polish Government 
in Warsaw, the German Federal Republic, and the Polish 
Government-in-Exile. The Soviet Government and the Polish 
Government in Warsaw declined. 

Having at its disposal staff, money, prestige, and the power 
to order the submission of appropriate documents from the 
files of the State Department and the Department of the 
Army, the Committee did a thorough job in accumulating 
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data bearing on the disappearance of Polish prisoners in the 
Soviet Union. 

The Committee unanimously concluded that the security 
police of the Soviet Union were responsible for the massacre. 
It also made recommendations that the 


depositions, this evidence, and these findings should be presented 
to the General Assembly of the United Nations, with the end in 
view of seeking action before the International World Court of 
Justice against the Soviet Union for a crime of violation of the law 
recognized by all civilized nations.5? 


This statement was subsequently supplemented: 


If the United Nations cannot act, then the President of the United 
States should seek the assistance of an International Commission of 
nations other than Germany and Russia to sit as a jury, hear the 
facts of the Katyn Forest Massacre, weigh the evidence, record its 
findings, and make such recommendations as it determines are 
required by justice.5$ 


These recommendations were made in 1952; but no action 
has been undertaken. 

The author is painfully aware that the treatment of British 
policies in regard to the Katyn affair, as compared with the 
American, is relatively modest, if not inadequate. This is 
mainly due to the scarcity of available data from British 
official sources. No public systematic investigation of this 
affair, to the author’s best knowledge was made by the British 
authorities. Even seven years after the end of the Second 
World War Sir Winston Churchill refused to comment on 
the Katyn Forest Massacre.** The situation is more fruitful 
for research in the United States, where the Investigating 
Committee of the United States Congress unearthed and up- 
rooted the data from the governmental files. 

The British and American Governments were not reluctant 
to investigate and bring about punishment when soldiers wear- 
ing British and American uniforms were concerned. To locate 
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the murderers of fifty Allied prisoners from Sagan, a manhunt 
continued through postwar Germany for several years. Ac- 
cording to Colonel Scotland, the Chief of the British War 
Crimes Investigation Unit, “more than 200,000 people alto- 
gether were questioned before the search finally ended,” and 
thirteen of the guilty were hanged in 1948. Also, a hunt of 
equal intensity was carried out for the German assassins who 
with two machine guns wiped out company “A,” 2nd Bat- 
talion, Royal Norfolk Regiment, on May 27, 1940, at Paradis, 
in the area Pas de Calais. The ninety men of this company 
were shot down after they had already surrendered and 
stacked their weapons. The man responsible for the order was 
identified, searched for, captured, tried on October 11, 1948, 
and subsequently hanged.** 

The Americans sought and brought to justice—after the 
war was over—those who massacred their soldiers at Malmedy. 

But there has been no judicial consideration of the case of 
the murder of 15,000 Polish prisoners. 


Justice is a two-way street. In fact, the doctrine of universality 
of jurisdiction authorizes even third states, not parties to the con- 
flict, to judge and to punish war crimes committed in a war be- 
tween others which peculiarly offend against the whole of man- 
kind.56 


It is not vengeance which is desirable in connection with 
the Katyn Massacre but an open recognition of the mass 
murder of prisoners-of-war and establishment of an ironclad 
Prisoners-of-War Protection Agreement aiming at a degree 
of effectiveness far beyond that provided by the rules of the 
Geneva Convention of August 12, 1949.57 Realistic rules and 
sanctions shielding captured soldiers—the most helpless vic- 
tims of any conflict, regardless of the side on which they 
fight—can and should be created. 

The International Red Cross or the United Nations Organi- 
zation probably would be best qualified to undertake it. There 
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are several other possible ways to secure the protection of 
prisoners-of-war based upon self-interest of the warring na- 
tions, which might be even more effective than the punitive 
sanctions. The exploration of these means needs further re- 
search. It is quite possible that the present Soviet and Chinese 
governments, when approached without malice and by such 
an institution as the International Red Cross or the United 
Nations Organization, would co-operate in such a project, 
which ultimately would be to their advantage, also. 

This problem is of particular importance to the military 
leaders of the United States, because judging by Korean 
experiences, Americans probably would be most affected by 
communist treatment of prisoners-of-war. 

To illustrate: American prisoners, Army and Air Force, 
who died in German captivity during the Second World 
War were only 1.2 per cent of the total captured. During the 
Korean War the death rate of the American prisoners-of-war 
in Communist captivity was 38 per cent.®® This may be an 
indication of things to come. 

It is useful to notice in connection with the Katyn affair 
that the standards of behavior of sovereign states yield to con- 
sideration of power-relations. This was so during the Second 
World War and in peacetime. The leaders of states behaved 
accordingly. When faced with ethical and power considera- 
tions as alternatives, they chose the latter. It was more im- 
portant to Roosevelt to maintain the Soviet Union in the anti- 
German camp than to be preoccupied with Katyn. Churchill, 
although greatly disturbed with the evidence (particularly 
the trees on the graves) pointing to the Soviet Government as 
the culprit, also believed victory to be the overriding con- 
sideration. Both leaders suppressed the truth when the win- 
ning of the war was at stake. When the war was over, in terms 
of power-relations it was still more important to secure the 
co-operation of the Soviet Government in the United Nations 
Organization than to take up the Katyn case. 
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It is a hard task to formulate rules which will control action 
of sovereign states. Yet few rules of war have been established 
and constant effort should be made to sustain, strengthen, and 
extend them. At least defenseless prisoners-of-war should not 
be murdered. Here lies the lesson of the Katyn affair. 

Perhaps in the future, nations will have the courage and 
wisdom to establish a court to examine all crimes—those of 
the victorious as well as the defeated. It may be that this is 
the only means of insuring the protection of prisoners-of-war. 
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Appendix 


A PARTIAL LIST OF THE N.K.V.D. PERSONNEL WHO IN THE SPRING 
oF 1940 PARTICIPATED IN (OR HAD KNOWLEDGE OF) PLANNING 
AND EXECUTING 15,000 POLISH PRISONERS OF WAR 
IN THE SOVIET UNION 


Captain * Aleksandrovich 

General L. P. Beria (shot 
December 23, 1953) 

Colonel Bereshkov 

First Lieutenant Bogdanovich 

Bomsovitch 

P. Borodynsky 

First Lieutenant A. Borisovets 

Buryanov (?) 

Major Khodas 

Captain Demidovich 

Major Elman 

“Commissar” P. F. Fedotov 

Ch, Finsberg 

Filipovich 

First Lieutenant Gubayev 

Captain Ivanov 

Major Kadishchev 


“Commissar” Kirshin (or 
Kirskin) 

General S. N. Kruglov 

Colonel B. Kutchkov (?) 

Koralev 

General P. Y. Kosynkin 
(sudden death, 1953) 

Colonel Kupriyanov 

Major Lebedev 

First Lieutenant Leibkind 

Colonel Lebedevsky 

Lisak 

Major Pawel Mazur 

General V. N. Merkulov 
(shot December, 1953) 

Colonel Mironov 

Agent Morski 


* The rank cited for this man and for all others on this list (whenever 
it is known) is as of 1940. It is possible that the spelling of the names is 
distorted or that some are pseudonyms. 
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General L. F. Raikhman 
(promoted Ltn. Gen. 1945; 
arrested 1951; released; 
arrested again 1954) 

Driver Yakim Rozuvaiev 
(Smolensk N.K.V.D.) 

Colonel L. Rybak 

“Commissar” I. A. Serov 
(chairman, State Security 
Committee, 1953; trans- 
ferred to “other duties,” 
December 1958) 


Agent Sirotky 

Second Lieutenant Starikovich 

Tartakov 

Colonel Urbanovich 

Captain Vasilevsky 

Colonel Volkov 

Major S. Y. Yegorov (pro- 
moted to Major General 
1945) 

General V. M. Zarubin (pro- 
moted to Major General 
1945) 
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